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THE MINISTRY 

Of the Right Honourable WILLIAM EWART GLADSTONE, 
At the Opening of the Session on the 31st January 1893. 

THE CABINET. 

^^^^^^..^'^J!!?..^!!^^ \ ^^^^ °^°- William Bwabt Gladotohe. 

Lord Chancellor Right Hon. Lord Hebsgbsll. 

^^SteS^foflndia^^^ 1 ^^^* ^^^ ^"^ ^ KIMBEBLBT, K.a. 

Secretary of State, Home Department Right Hon. Hebbebt Henbt Asquith. 

Secretary of State for Foreign AfEairs Right Hon. Earl of Rosebebt, K.G. 

Secretary of State for the Colonies Right Hon. Marquess of Ripon, E.G. 

Secretary of State for War Right Hon. Henbt Campbell-Bannebhan. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer Right Hon. Sir William Vebnon Habgoubt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty Right Hon. Earl Spenceb, K.G. 

President of the Board of Trade Right Hon. Anthony John Mundella. 

*^ilS'^!!^.'!!!^..!!^.^?'^...*^^^ I ^^^^ ^^'^^ ^■^^^'^ ^' ^^^^ Lefevbb. 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant Right Hon. John Moblet. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Right Hon. James Bbtce. 

President of the Local Government Board ... Right Hon. Hbnby H. Fowleb. 
Postmaster General Right Hon. Arnold Mobley. 

^'S B^^lL''^ .!!!^.!!?^!!!.^.^..?f. .!i?.'''!^^ } ^'^^^ ^^''- ^' ^- ^" acland. 

NOT IN THE CABINET. 

Field Marshal Commandii^g in Chief H.R.H. the Duke of CAMBBIDOBf K.G. 

President of the Board of Agriculture Right Hon. Hebbebt Gabdneb. 

( Thomas £. Ellis, Esq. 
Lords of the Treasury <Riohabd Kniqht Causton, Esq. 

(William A. McAbthub, Esq. 

( Admiral Sir Anthony Hiley HosSINs, K.C.B. 

\ Vice Admiral Sir Fbedjebick W. Richards, K.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty < Rear Admiral Lord Walter Talbot Kebb. 

I Rear Admiral John Abbuthnot Fisheb, C.B. 

[ Edmund Robebtson, Esq. 

Joint Secretaries to the Treasury \ ^^^l «°"- fl'^^tll T^r'^tl^^^' ^ ^ « 

^ I Right Hon. Sir John Tomlinson Hibbebt, K.C.B. 

Secretary to the Admiralty Right Hon. Sir Uqhtbed Kay-Shuttlewobth, Bart. 

Secretary to the Board of Trade Thomas Bubt, Esq. 

Secretary to the Local Government Board ... Sir Walteb Fosteb. 

Under Secretary, Home Department Hebbebt John Gladstone, Esq. 

Under Secretary, Foreign Department Sir Edwabd Gbey, Bart 

Under Secretary for the Colonies Sydney Chables Buxton, Esq. 

Under Secretary for War Lord Sandhurst. 

Under Secretary for India Geoboe William Ebskine Russell, Esq. 

Paymaster General Right Hon. Chables Seale-Hayne. 

Financial Secretary to the War Department William Woodall, Esq. 

Judge Advocate General Right Hon. Sir Fbancis H. Jeune. 

Attorney General Sir Chables Russell. 

Solicitor General Sir John Rioby. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord Advocate Right Hon. John Blaib Balfoub. 

Solicitor General Alezandeb Asheb, Esq. 

IRELAND. 

lA)rd Lieutenant Right Hon. Loid HouQHTON, K.P. 

Lonl Chancellor Right Hon. Samuel Walkeb. 

Attorney General Right Hon. The MagDebmott. ' 

Solicitor General Serjeant Hemphill. 

QUEEN'S HOUSEHOLD. 

Lonl Stewani Marquess of Bbeadalbane. 

Lord Cham»>erlain Right Hon. Lord Cabbinqton, G.C.M.G. 

Master of the Horse Right Hon. Viscount Oxenbbidge. 

Treasurer of the Household Earl of Chkstebfield. 

Comptroller of the Household Geobqe Leveson-Goweb, Esq. 

"Vice Chamberlain of the Household Right Hon. Chables R. Spenceb. 

Captain of the Corps of Gentlemen at Anns Lord Vebnon. 

Captain of the Yeomen of the Guard Right Hon. Lord Kensinqton. 

Master of the Buckhounds Loid Ribblesdale. 

Chief Equerry and Clerk Marshal Colonel Sir G. A Maude, V.C^ K.CJB. 

ICistress of the Bobes ^„ 
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ROLL OF THE 



LOEDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 



IN 



The Second Session of the Twenty-Fifth Parliamen* 



OF 



THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN ANI> 

IRELAND. 



57" VICTORIiE, 1893 



Mem.- According to the Usage of Parliament, when the House appoints a Select 
Committee, the Lords appointed to serve upon it are named in the Order of their 
Bank, beginning with the Highest ; and so, when the House sends a Committee 
to a Conference with the Commons, the Lord highest in Rank is called first and 
the restgoforthin like Order: Butwhenthe Whole House is called otjer for any 
Purpose within the House,or for the Purpose of proceeding forth to Westminster 
Hall, or upon any public Solemnity, the Call begins invariably with the Junior 
Baron, 

His Royal HighnesH The Prinze of 
Wales. 

His Royal Highness Alfred ^^rnest 

Albert Duke of Edinburgh. 
His Royal Highness Arthur William 

Patrick Albert Duke of Connauffht 

and Strathearn. 

His Royal Higliness George Frederick 

Ernest Albert Duke of York. 
His Royal Highness Leopold Charles 

Edward George Albert Duke of 

Albany 



His Royal Highness George William 
Frederick Charles Duke of Cam- 
bridge. 

Edward White Archbishop of Canter- 
bury. 

FarrerLord Herschell, Lord High Chan- 
cellor, 

William Dalrymple Archbishop of York. 
John Earl of Kimbeiley, Lord President 
of the Council. 

Henry Duke of Norfolk, Earl Marshal 
of England. 

[42] 



Algernon Percy Banks Duke of Somer- 
set. 

Charles Henry Duke of Richmond. 

Augustus Charles Lennox Duke of 
Grafton. 

Henry Charles Fitzroy Duke of Beau- 
fort. 

William Amelius Aubrey De Vere Duke 
of Saint Albans. 

KjreoTge Godolphin Duke of Leeds. 

George William Francis Sackville Duke 
of Bedford. 

Spencer Compton Duke of Devonshire. 

Charles Richard John Duke of Marl- 
borough. 

.John James Robert Duke of Rutland. 

'William Alexander Louis Stephen Duke 
of Brandon. (Duke of Hamilton,) 

William John Arthur Charles James 
Duke of Portland. 

William Angus Drogo Duke of Man- 
chester. 

Henry Pelham Archibald Douglas Duke 
of Newcastle. 

Algernon George Duke of Northumber- 
land. 

His Royal Highness Ernest Augustus 
William Adolphus George Frederick 
Duke of Cumberland and Teviotdale. 

Henry Duke of Wellington. ^ 

Cromartie Duke of Sutherland. 

Hugh Lupus Duke of Westminster. 

Alexander William George Duke of 

Fife. 

George Douglas Duke of Argyll. 

•Gavin Marquess of Breadalbane, Lord 
Steward of the Household. 

Augustus John Henry Beaumont Mar- 
quess of Winchester. 

Henry Charles Keith Marquess of Lans- 
downe. 

John Villiers Stuart Marquess Towns- 
bend. 

Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of 

Salisbury. 
John Alexander Marquess of Bath. 
James Marquess of Aberoorn. {Duke of 

Abercom.) 



ROLL OF THE LORDS 

Hugh de Grey Marquess of Hertford. 

John Patrick Marquess of Bute. 

William AUeyne Marquess of Exeter. 

William Marquess of Northampton. 

John Charles Marquess Camden. 

Henry Marquess of Anglesey. 

George Henry Hugh Marquess of Chol- 
mondeley. 

George William Thomas Marquess of 

Ailesbury. 
Frederick William John Marquess of 

Bristol. 
Archibald Marquess of Ailsa. 
Constantino Charles Henry Marquess of 

Normanby. 
George Frederick Samuel Marquess of 

Ripon. 
William Marquess of Abergavenny. 

Gavin Marquess of Breadalbane. (In 
another Place as Lord Steward of the 
Household,) 

Frederick Temple Marquess of Dufferin 
and Ava. 

Lawrence Marquess of Zetland. 

Charles Henry John Earl of Shrews- 
bury. 

Edward Henry Earl of Derby. 

Warner Francis John Plantagenet Earl of 
Huntingdon. 

George Robert Charles Earl of Pembroke 

and Montgomery. 
Henry Hugh Earl of Devon. 

Henry Charles Earl of Suffolk and Berk- 
shire. 

Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius Augustine 
Earl of Denbigh. 

Anthony Mildmay Julian Earl of West- 
morland. 

Montague Earl of Lindsey. 

William Earl of Stamford. 

Murray Edward Gordon Earl of Win- 

chilsea and Nottingham. 
Edwyu Francis Earl of Chesterfield. 
Edward George Henry Earl of Sandwich. 

George Devereux De Vere Earl of 
Essex. 

Goorge James Earl of Carlisle. 



SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 



William Henry Walter Earl of Doncaster. 

{Duke ofBuccleuch and Queensberrj/.) 
Anthony Earl of Shaftesbury. 
Randal Mowbray Thomas Earl of 

Berkeley. 

Montaga Arthur Earl of Abingdon. 

Alfred Frederick Greorge Beresford Earl 
of Scarbrough. 

William Coutts Earl of Albemarle. 
George William Earl of Coventry. 
Victor Albert Gedrge Earl of Jersey. 
William Henry Earl Poulett. 
John Francis Erskine Earl of Mar. 
{Elected for Scotland.) 

Sholto George Watson Earl of Morton. 
(Elected for Scotland.) 

Walter John Francis Earl of Mar and 
Kellie. (Elected for Scotland.) 

George Earl of Haddington. (Elected 
for Scotland.) 

Frederick Henry Earl of Lauderdale. 
(Elected for Scotland.) 

John Trotter Earl of Lindsay. (Elected 
for Scotland.) 

David Stanley William Earl of Airlie. 
(Elected for Scotland.) 

Robert Harris Carnwath Earl of Cam- 
wath. (Elected for Scotland.) 

Ronald Ruthven Earl of Leven and 
Melville. (Elected for Scotland.) 

Douglas Mackinnon Baillie Hamilton 
Earl of Dundonald. (Elected for 
Scotland.) 

Se wall is Edward Earl Ferrers. 

William Heneage Earl of Dartmouth. 

Charles Earl of Tankerville. 

Charles Wightwick Earl of Aylesford. 

Francis Thomas de Grey Earl Cowper. 

Arthur Philip Earl Stanhope. 

Thomas Augustus Wolstenholme Earl of 

Macclesfield. 
Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald Earl 

Graham. (Duke of Montrose.) 
William Frederick Earl Waldegrave. 
Bertram Earl of Ashbumham. 
Charles Augustus Earl of Harrington. 
Newton Earl of Portsmouth. 



George Guy Earl Brooke and Earl of 
Warwick. 

Sidney Carr Earl of Buckinghamshire. 
William Thomas Spencer Earl Fitz- 

William. 
Frederick George Earl of Guilford. 
Charles Philip Earl of Hardwicke. 
Henry Edward Earl of Ilchester. 
Reginald Windsor Earl De La Warr. 
William Earl of Radnor. 
John Poyntz Earl Spencer. 
Seymour Henry Earl Bathurst. 

Arthur Wills John Wellington Blundell 
Trumbull Earl of Hillsborough. 
(Marquess of Downshire.) 

Edward Hyde Earl ot Clarendon. 

William David Earl of Mansfield. 

John James Hugh Henry Earl Strange. 
(Duke of Athole.) 

William Henry Earl of Mount 

Edgcumbe. 
Hugh Earl Fortescue. 
George Edward Stanhope Molyneux 

Earl of Carnarvon. 

George Henry Earl Cadogan. 

Edward James Earl of Malmesbury. 

John Vansittart Danvers Earl of Lanes- - 
borough. (Elected for Ireland.) 

Henry Ernest Newcomen Earl of 
Kingston. (Elected for Ireland.) 

Dermot Robert Wyndham Earl of Mayo. 
(Elected for Ireland.) 

Hugh Earl Annesley. (Elected for 
Ireland.) 

George Earl of Lucan. (Elected for- 
Ireland.) 

Somerset Richard Earl of Belmore. 
(Elected for Ireland.) 

James Francis Earl of Bandon. (Elected 
for Ireland.) 

James Earl of Caledon. (Elected for 
Ireland.) 

James Francis Harry Earl of Rosslyn. 

William George Robert Earl of Craven.. 
William Hillier Earl of Onslow. 
Charles Earl of Romney. 
Walter John Earl of Chichester. 



Seymour John Grey Earl of. Wilton. 

George Charles Earl of Powis. 

Horatio Earl Nelson, 

Lawrence Earl of Rosse. {Elected for 
Ireland.) 

Sydney William Herbert Earl Man vers. 

Horatio Earl of Orford. 

Henry Earl Grey. 

Hugh Cecil Earl of Lonsdale. 

Dudley Francis Stuart Earl of Harrowby. 

Henry Ulick Earl of Harewood. 

Gilbert John Earl of Minto. 

Alan Frederick Earl Cathcart. 

James Walter Earl of Veniiam. 

Adelbert Wellington Brownlow Earl 
Brownlow. 

Henry Cornwallis Earl of St. Germans. 

Albert Edmund Earl of Morley. 

Orlando George Charles Earl of Brad- 
ford. 

William Earl Beauchamp. 

John Earl of Eldon. 

Richard William Penn Earl Howe. 

George Edward John Mowbray Earl of 
S trad broke. 

William Stephen Earl Temple of Stowe. 

Francis Charles Earl of Kilmorey. 
{Elected for Ireland,) 

Charles Stewart Earl Vane. {Marquess 
of Londonderry.) 

William Archer Earl Amherst. 

John Fre lerick Yaughau Earl Cawdor. 

William George Earl of Munster. 

Robert Adam Philips Haldane Earl of 
Camperdowu. 

Thomas Francis Earl of Lichfield. 

John George Earl of Durham. 

Granville George Earl Granville. 

Henry Earl of Effingham. 

Henry John Earl of Ducle. 

Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of Yar- 
borough. 

Henry John Earl Innes. {Duke of 
Roxburghe,) 

Thomas William Earl of Leicester. 

William Earl of Lovelace. 



ROLL OF THE LORDS 

Charles William Francis Earl of Gains- 
borough. 

Francis Charles Granville Earl of 
Ellesmere. 

George Henry Charles Earl of Strafford. 

Kenelm Charles Edward Earl of Cotten- 
ham. 

William Henry Earl Cowley. 

George Amulph Earl of Winton. {Ear, 
of Eglintoun,) 

William Humble Earl of Dudley. 

John Francis Stanley Earl Russell. 

Francis Earl of Cromartie. 

John Earl of Kimberley. {In another 
Place as Lord President of the 
Council,) 

Richard Earl of Dartrev. 

William Ernest Earl of Feversham. 

Henry George Earl of Ravens worth. 

Edward Montagu Stuart Granville Earl 
of Whamcliffe. 

Thomas George Earl of Northbrook. 

Herbert John Earl Cairns. 

Victor Alexander George Robert Earl of 
Lytton. 

Edward Earl of Lathom. 

George Watson Earl Sondes. 

Roundell Earl of Selborne. 

Walter Stafford Earl of Iddesleigh. 

Cornwallis Earl de Montalt. 

William Henry Forester Earl of Londes- 

borough. 
Gathorne Earl of Craubrook. 
Gilbert Henry Earl of Ancaster. 

Robert Viscount Hereford. 

James David Viscount Strathallan. 
{Elected for Scotland.) 

Henry Viscount Boling1>roke and St. 
John. 



Evelyn Edward Thomas Viscount 
Falmouth. 

George Master Viscount Torriugton. 

Gerald Viscount Leinster. {Duke of 
Leinster,) 

Francis Wheler Viscount Hood. 

Mervyn Edward Viscount Powersooart* 
{Elected for Ireland.) 



SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 

Henrj William Crosbie Viscount Bangor. 
{Elected for Ireland.) 

Oomwallis Viscount Hawarden. {Elected 
for Ireland,) {In another Place as 
Earl de Montalt.) 

Carnegie. Parker Viscount St. Vincent. 
Henry Viscount Melville. 
William Wells Viscount Sidmouth. 
John Campbell Viscount Gordon. 
{Earl of Aberdeen.) 

Cdward Fleetwood John Viscount 
Exmouth. 

John Luke G-eorge Viscount Hutchin- 
son. {Earl of Donougkmore.) 

William Frederick Viscount Clancarty. 
{EarLof Clancarty.) 

Robert Wellington Viscount Combermere. 
Henry Charles Viscount Canterbury. 
Rowland Clegg Viscount Hill. 
Charles Stewart Viscount Hardinge. 
George Stephens Viscount Gough. 
Charles Lindley Viscount Halifax. 
Alexander Nelson Viscount Bridport. 

William Henry Berkeley Viscount 

Portman. 
Henry Robert Viscount Hampden. 
Garnet Joseph Viscount Wolseley. 
William John Viscount Oxenbridge. 
Richard Assheton Viscount Cross. 



Frederick Bishop of London. 
Brooke Foss Bishop of Durham. 
Anthony Wilson Bishop of Winchester. 
John Thomas Bishop of Norwich. 
Charles John Bishop of Gloucester and 

Bristol. 
James Bishop of Hereford. 

Arthur Charles Bishop of Bath and 

Wells. 
Richard Bishop of Chichester. 
William Basil Bishop of St. David's. 
John Charles Bishop of Liverpool. 
Ernest Roland Bishop of Newcastle. 
Richard Bishop of Llandaff. 
William Bishop of Oxford. 
€reorge Bishop of Southwell. 
William Boyd Bishop of Ripon. 



Edward Bishop of Lincoln. 
Edward Henry Bishop of Exeter. 
John Bishop of Salisbury. 
Alwyne Bishop of Ely. 
James Bishop of Manchester. 
William Walsham Bishop of Wakefield, 
Francis John Bishop of Chester. 
Alfred George Bishop of St. Asaph. 
Daniel Lewis Bishop of Bangor. 



Charles Robert Lord Carrington {Lord 

Chamberlain of the Household.) 
Dudley Charles Lord de Ros. 
Alfred Joseph Lord Mowbray. 
George Manners Lord Hastings. 
Edward Southwell Lord de Clifford. 
Charles Henry Rolle Lord Clinton. 
Robert Nathaniel Cecil George Lord 

Zouche of Haryngworth. 
Rawdon George Grey Lord Grey de 

Ruthyn. 
Charles Edward Hastings Lord Botreaux. 

{Earl of Loudoun.) 
Francis Robert Lord Camoys. 
Miles Lord Beaumont. 
Henry Lord Willoughby de Broke. 
Hubert George Charles Lord Vaux of 

Harrowden. 
Ralph Gordon Lord Wentworth. 
Alfred Thomas Townshend Lord Braye. 
Robert George Lord Windsor. 
William Henry John Lord North. 
Beauchamp Mowbray Lord St. John of 

Bletso. 
Frederick George Lord Howard de 

Walden. 
William Joseph Lord Petre. 
John Fiennes Lord Saye and Sele. 
John Francis Lord Arundell of Wardour. 

John Stuart Lord Clifton. {Earl of 

Damley.) 
John Baptist Joseph Lord Dormer. 
Henry John Philip Sidney Lord 

Teynham. 
FitzOsbert Lord Stafford. 
George Frederick William Lord Byron. 



ROLL OF THE LORDS 



Lewis Henry Hugh Lord Clifford of 
Chudleigh. 

Henry de Vere Lord Barnard. 

Horace Courtenay Gammell Lord Forbes. 

{Elected for Scotland.) 
Alexander William Frederick Lord Sal- 

toun. {Elected for Scotland.) 

Charles William Lord Sinclair. {Elected 

for Scotland,) 
Alexander Hugh Lord Balfour of Bur- 
. leigh. {Elected for Scotland.) 

Walter Hugh Lord Polwarth. {Elected 

for Scotland.) 
Richard Edmund Saint Lawrence Lord 

Boyle. {Earl of Cork and Orren/.) 

George Lord Hay. {Earl of Kinnoul.) 
Digby Went worth Bayard Lord Middle- 
ton. 

Frederick George Brabazon Lord Pon- 
Bonby. {Earl of Besshorough.) 

Alfred Nathaniel Holden Lord Scars- 
dale. 

George Florance Lord Boston. 

Charles George Lord Lovell and Hol- 
land. {Earl of Egmont.) 

George William Henry Lord Vernon. 

Edward Henry Trafalgar Lord Digby. 

Martin Bladen Lord Hawke. 

Henry Thomas Lord Foley. 

Arthur de Cardonnel Lord Dinevor. 

Thomas Lord Walsingham. 

William Lord Bagot. 

Charles Henry Lord Southampton. 

John Richard Brinsley Lord Grantley. 

George Bridges Harley Dennett Lord 
Rodney. 

Henry George Lord Lovaine. 

Philip Reginald Lord Somers. 

Richard Henry Lord Berwick. 

Edward Lennox Lord Sherborne. 

John Henry De La Poer Lord Tyrone. 

{Marquess of fVaterford.) 
Richard Henry Lord Carleton. {Elarl of 

Shannon.) 
Charles Lord Suffield. 
Dudley Wilmot Lord Dorchester. 



Lloyd Lord Kenyon. 
Charles Cornwallis Lord Braybrooke. 
George Augustus Hamilton Lord Fisher- 
wick. {Marquess of DonegalL) 

Henry Charles Lord Gage. ( Viscount 
Gage.) 

Thomas John Lord Thurlow. 

William Morton Lord Auckland. 

Charles George Lord Lyttelton. 

Henry George Lord Mendip. ( Viscount 

Clifden.) 
George Lord Stuart of Castle Stuart. 

{Earl of Moray.) 
Alan Plantagenet Lord Stewart of 

Garlics. {Earl of Galloway.) 

James George Henry Lord Saltersford. 
{Earl of Courtown.) 

William Lord Brodrick. {Viscount 
Midleton.) 

Frederick Henry William Lord Cal- 

thorpe. 
Peter Robert Lord Gwydir. 
Charles Robert Lord Carrington. {In 

another Place as Lord Chamberlain 

of the Household.) 
William Henry Lord Bolton. 

Thomas Lyttleton Lord Lilford. 

• 

Thomas Lord Ribblesdale. 

Edward Donough Lord Inchiquin. 
{Elected for Ireland.) 

William Charles Lord Carbery. {Elected 

for Ireland.) 

John Thomas William Lord Massy. 
{Elected for Ireland.) 

Hamilton Matthew Fitzmaurice Lord 

Muskerry. {Elected for Ireland.) 
Francis William Lord Kilmaine. {Elected 

for Ireland.) 
Robert Lord Cloubrock. {Elected for 

Ireland.) 
Charles Mark Lord Headley. {Elected 

for Ireland.) 
Edward Henry Churchill Lord Crofton» 

{Elected for Ireland.) 
Hercules Edward Lord Langford. 

{Elected for Ireland.) 

Dayrolles Blakeney Lord Ventry 
{Elected for Ireland.) 



I 



SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 



Henry 0*Callaghan Lord Dunalley. 

{ElecUd/or Ireland.) 
£^jre Challouer Henry Lord Clariaa. 

(^Elected for Ireland.) 
John Henry Lord Loftus. {Marquets of 

Ely.) 
William Lord Carysfort. {Earl of 

CarysfoTt. 
George Ralph Lord Abercromby. 
Charles Towry Hamilton Lord Ellen- 
borough. 
AugQStua Frederick Arthur Lord Sandys. 
Henry North Lord Sheffield. {Earl of 

Sheffield.) 
William Uacnaghten Lord Erekiue. 
George John Lord Moateagle. {Mar- 

guett of Sliyo.) 
BemardArtburWilliam Patrick Hastings 

Lord Granard. {Earl of Granard.) 
Hungerford Lord Crewe. 

Lord Gardner. 

John Thomas Lord Manners. 

John Adrian Louis Lord Hopetoun. 

{Earl of Hopetoun.) 
Charles Lord Meldrum. {Marqueti of 

Huntly.) 
Lowry Egerton Lord Grinstead. {Earl of 

Enmtkillen.) 
William Hale John Charles Lord Foxford. 

{Earl of Limerick.) 
Victor Albert Francis Charles Lord 

Churchill. 
George Robert Canning Lord Harris. 
Reginald Charles Edward Lord Col- 
chester. 
Schomberg Henry Lord Ker. {Marques* 

of Lothian.) 



Clotworthy John Eyre Lord Oriel. ( Via- 

eounl Matsereene.) ' 
Hugh Lord Delamere. 
Orlando Watkin Weld Lord Forester. 
John William Lord Rayleigh. 
Edric Frederic Lord Giffbrd. 
Hubert George Lord Somerhill. {Mar- 

quett of Clanricarde.) 
James Ludovic Lord Wigan. {Earl of 

Crawford and Balcarret.) 
Uchter John Mark Lord Ranfurly. 

{Earl of Ranfurty.) 
John Byrne Leicester Lord de Tabley. 
Charles Stuart Henry Lord Tenterden. 
William Conyngham Lord Flunket. 
William Frederick Lord Heytesbury. 
Archibald Philip Lord Rosebery. {Earl 

of Rosebery.) 
Richard James Lord Clanwilliam. {Earl 

of Clanwilliam.) 
William Draper Mortimer Lord Wynford, 
Charles Gore Lord Kilmarnock. {Earl 

ofErroll.) 
Arthur James Francis Lord Fingall. 

{Earl of Fingall.) 
William Philip Lord Sefton. {Earl of 

Sefton.) 
Charles Lord Clements. {Earl of 

Leiirim.) 
Thomas Lord Kenlis. {Marqueis of 

Headforl.) 
Reginald Lord Chaworlh. {Earl of 

Meath.) 
Charles Adolphus Lord Duumore. {Earl 

of Dunmore.) 
Augustus Frederick George Warwick 



ROLL OF THE LORDS 



Edward George Percy Lord Hatherton. 

Archibald Brabazon Sparrow Lord 
Worlingham. {Earl of Gos/ord,) 

Hallyburton George Lord Stratheden. 

GeofErey Dominick Augustus Frederick 
Lord Oranmore and Browne. {Elected 
for Ireland,) 

Simon Joseph Lord Lovat. 

William Bateman Lord Bateman. 

Algernon Hawkins Thomond Lord 
Kin tore. {Earl ofKintore.) 

George Ponsonby Lord Lismore. ( Vis- 
count Lismore.) 

Derrick Warner William Lord Ross- 
more. 

Robert Shapland George Julian Lord 
Carew. 

Charles Frederick Ashley Copper Lord 
pe Mauley. 

Arthur Lord Wrottesley. 

Charles Douglas Richard Lord Sudeley. 

Paul Sanford Lord Metliuen. 

Henry Edward John Lord Stanley of 

Alderley. 
William Henry Lord Leigh. 
Beilby Lord Wenlock. 
William Lord Lurgan. 

Thomas Spring Lord Monteagle of 
Brandon. 

John Reginald Upton Lord Seat on. 

John Manley Arbuthnot Lord Keaue. 

John Lord Oxenfoord. {Earl of Stair,) 

Hussey Crespigny Lord Vivian. 

Henry William Lord Congleton. 

Victor Alexander Lord Elgin. {Earl of 
Elgin and Kincardine.) 

Thomas Montague Morrison Lord Truro. 

Arthur Lord De Freyne. 

Edward Burtenshaw Lord Saint 
Leonards. 

George Fitz-Roy Henry Lord Raglan. 

Valentine Augustus Lord Kenmare. 
{Earl of Kenmare,) 

Henry Lord Belper. 

Richard Wogan Lord Talbot de Mala- 
hide. 



Robert Lord Ebury. 

Charles Compton William Lord Chesham. 

Frederic Augustus Lord Chelmsford. 
John Lord Churston. 
Henry Lord Lecou field. 
Wilbraham Lord Egerton. 
Godfrey Charles Lord Tredegar. 
Fitz Patrick Henry Lord Lyveden. 

Henry Charles Lord Brougham and 
Vaux. 

Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord Kinnaird. 

Richard Luttrell Pilkington Lord West- 
bury. 

Francis William Fitzhardinge Lord Fitz- 
hardinge. 

Luke Lord Annaly. 

Robert Offley Ashburton Lord Houghton. 

John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 
Romilly. 

James Herbert Gustavus Meredyth Lord 
Meredyth. {Lord Athlumney,) 

Windham Thomas Lord Konry. {Earl 
of Dunraven and Mount-EarL) 

Charles Stanley Lord Monck. {Viscount 
Monck,) 

John Major Lord Hartismere. {Lord 
Henniker,) 

Hedworth Hylton Lord Hylton. 

George Sholto Gordon Lord Penrhyn. 

Gustavus Russell Lord Brancepeth. 
( Viscount Boyne,) 

John Henry Lord Kesteven. 

Arthur Lord Ormathwaite. 

Edward Lord O'Neill. 

Robert William Lord Napier. 

Jenico William Joseph Lord Gorman- 
stou. {Viscount Gormanston.) 

Thomas Kane Lord Rathdonnell. 

{Elected for Ireland,) 
John Hamilton Lord Lawrence. 
James Plaisted Lord Penzance. 
John Lord Dunning. {Lord Rollo,) 

James Lord Baiinhard. {Earl of 
Southesk,) 

William Lord Hare. {Earl ofListowel.) 



SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 



ITrancis Edward Lord Howard of Glos- 
sop. 

^Bernard Edward Barnabj Lord Castle- 
town. 

John Emerich Edward Lord Acton. 

Thomas Charles Lord Robartes. 

Frederick Lord Wolvertou. 

Algernon William Fiilke Lord Greville. 
Thomas Towneley Lord O'Hagan. 
William Lord Sandhurst. 
Francis Lord Ettrick. {Lord Napier,) 

James Charles Herbert Welbore Ellis 
Lord Somerton. {Earl of Nor- 
manfon,) 

Henry Austin Lord Aberdare. 

James Lord Moncreiff. 

John Duke Lord Coleridge. 

William Lord Emly. 

Chichester Samuel Lord Carlingford. 
{Lord Clermont.) 

Thomas Francis Lord Cottesloe. 

John Slaney Lord Hampton. 

Charles Alexander Lord Douglas. {Earl 
of Home.) 

Arthur George Maule Lord Ramsay. 

{Earl of Dalhousie.) 
John Henry Lord Fermanagh. {Earl 

Erne.) 
William Richard Lord Harlech. 
Henry Gerard Lord Alington. 
Wilbraham Frederic Lord Tollemache. 
William Cansfield Lord Gerard. 
Lionel Sackville Lord Sackville. 
Colin Lord Blackburn. 
Charles Bowyer Lord Norton. 

Percy Lord Shute. ( Viscount Barring- 

tan.) 
William Lord Watson. {A Lord of 

Appeal in Ordinary.) 
Lawrence Hesketh Lord Haldon. 
Ivor Bertie Lord Wimlwrne. 
Arthur Edward Lord Ardilaun. 

Charles Wallace Alexander Napier Lord 
Lamington. 

Charles Frederick Lord Donington. 

Arthur Edwin Lord Trevor. 



Montagu William Lord Rowton. 

Edward Hugessen Lord Brabourne. 

Arthur Oliver Villiers Lord Ampthill. 

William Montagu Lord Tweeddale. 
{Marquess of Tweeddale.) 

William Ulick Tristram Lord Howth. 
{Earl of Howth.) 

Donald James Lord Reay. 

Harcourt Lord Derwent. 

Henry James Lord Ho th field. 

Dudley Coutts Lord Tweedmouth. 

Frederick Beauchamp Paget Lord 
Alcester. 

Hallam Lord Tennyson. 

James Lord Strathspey. {Earl of Sea^ 
field.) 

John George Lord Monk Bretton. 

Walter Charles Lord Northbourne. 

Arthur Saunders William Charles Fox 
Lord Sudley. {Earl of Arran.) 

John Robert William Lord de Vesci, 
( Viscount de Vesci.) 

Marmaduke Francis Lord Herries. 

Hardinge Stanley Lord Halsbury. 

Mervvn Edward Lord Powerscourt, 
{In a^iother Place as Viscount Powers- 
court.) 

Anthony Henley Lord Northington. 
{Lord Henley.) 

Nathaniel Mayer Lord Rothschild. 

Edward Charles Lord Revelstoke. 

Robert Lord Monkswell. 

Arthur Lord Hobhouse. 

Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord Lingen. 

Edward Lord Ashbourne. 

Rowland Lord Saint Oswald. 

Robert James Lord Wantage. 

William Baliol Lord Esher. 

George William Lord Deramore. 

Henry John Lord Montagu of Beaulieu. 

Sidney Herbert Lord EI ph ins tone. 

Charles John Lord Colville of Culross. 

Farrer Lord Herschell. {In another 
Place as Lord High Chancellor.) 

Charles Henry Lord Ililiingdon. 

Samuel Charles Lord Hindlip. 



ROLL OF THE LORDS 



Stanley of 
{A Lord of 



Edmund Lord Grimthorpe. 
Richard de Aquila Lord Stalbridge. 
William Lord Kensington. 
Hichael Arthur Lord Burton. 

John Glencairn Carter Lord Hamilton of 
. Dalzell. 

ThomaB Lord BraHsey. 

Heury Lord Thring. 

Frederick Arthur Lord 
Preston. 

Edward Lord Macnaghteu. 

Appeal in Ordinary/,) 
Robert Lord Counomara. 

Claude Lord Bowes. (Earl of Strath" 
more and King horn,) 

George Edmund Milnes Lord Monckton. 
{Viscount Galway,) 

John Lord Saint Levan. 
James Douglas Lord Magheramoruo. 
William George Lord Armstrong. 
George Lord Basing. 
William Henry Lord de Ramsey. 
William Meriton Lord Cheylesmore. 
Egerton Lord Addiugton. 
Henry Thurstan Lord Knutsford. 
John Lord Savile. 

Michael Lord Morris. {A Lord 
Appeal in Ordinary,) 



of 



William Ventris Lord Field. 
Francis Richard Lord Sandford. 
Edward Cecil Lord Iveagh. 

James Lord Hannen. (A Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary,) 

George Lord Mount Stephen. 

Samuel Lord Masham. 

Frederick Sleigh Lord Roberts of 
Kandahar. 

Arthur William Acland Lord Hood of 

Avalon. 
William Lord Kelvin. 

Henry John Lord Rookwood. 

Evelyn Lord Cromer. 

Alexander Burns Lord Shand. 

George Lord Ashcombe. 

Rainald Lord Knightley. 

Alexander Campbell Lord Blythswood. 

Thomas Lord Crawshaw. 

William Amhurst Lord Amherst of 
Hackney. 

William John Lord Newton. 

John Lord Dunleath. 

John Allan Lord Llangattock. 

Lyon Lord Playfair. 

Cyril Lord Battersea. 



LIST OF THE COMMONS. 



THE NAMES OF MEMBERS 



Returned to serve in the TwENtr-piPTH Parliament of the United 
KiNQDOH OF Great Britain and Ireland, summoned to meet at 
Westminster the Fourth Day of August, One Thousand Eight 
Hundred and Ninety Two, as by the several Returns piled in the 
Office of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery appears. 
Corrected to the meeting of the Parliament on the Thirty-first 
Day of January, One Thousand Eight Hundred and Ninety Three. 



BEDFORD. 

Northern, or Biggleswade Division, 
George William Erskine Russell. 

Southern, or Luton Division, 
Howard Whitbread. 

BEDFORD BOROUGH. 
Samuel Whitbread. 

BERKS. 
Northern, or Abingdon Division, 
Philip Wroughton. 

Southern, or Newbury Division, 
William George Mount. 

Eastern, or Wokingham Division, 
Sir George Russell, bt. 

READING BOROUGH. 
George William Palmer. 

WINDSOR (NEW) BOROUGH. 
Francis Tress Barry. 

BUCKS. 

Northern, or Buckingham Division, 
Herbert Samuel Leon. 

Mid, or Aylesbury Division, 
Baron Ferdinand James de Rothschild. 

Southern, or Wycombe Division, 
Viscount Curzou. 



CAMBRIDGE. 

Northern, or Wisbech Division, 
Hon. Arthur George Brand. 

Western, or Chesterton Division, 
Hugh Edward Hoare. 

Eastern, or Newmarket Division, 
George Newnes. 

CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY. 
Richard Claverhouse Jebb, 
Right Hon. Sir John Eldon Gorst. 

CAMBRIDGE BOROUGH. 
Robert Uniacke Penrose Fitz Gerald. 

CHESTER. 

WiRRAL Division, 

Lt.-Colonel Edward Thomas Davenant 
Cotton-Jodrell. 

Eddisbury Division, 
Henry James ToUemache. 

Macclesfield Division, 
William Bromley Davenport. 

Crewe Division, 
Walter Stowe Bright McLaren. 

Northwich Division, 
John Tomlinson Brunner. 

Altrincham Division, 
Coningsbjr Ralph Disraeli. 



List of 

ChesteIi — cont. 

Hyde Division, 
Joseph Watson Sidebotham. 

Knutsford Division, 
HoDv Alan de Tatton Egerton. 

BIRKENHEAD BOROUGH. 
Viscount Bury. 

CHESTER BOROUGH. 
Robert Armstrong Yerburgh. 

STOCKPORT BOROUGH. 
Joseph Leigh, 
Louis John Jennings. 

CORNWALL. 

Western, or St. Ives Division, 
Thomas Bedford Bolitho. 

North-Western, or Camborne Divi- 
sion, 
Charles Augustus Vansittart Conjbeare* 

Truro Division, 
John Charles Williams. 

Mid, or St. Austell Division, 
William Alexander McArthur. 

South-eastern, or Bodmin Division, 
Rt. Hon. Leonard Henry Courtney. 

Nortii-Eastern, or Launceston 
Division. 
Thomas Owen. 

PENRYN AND FALMOUTH BOROUGH. 
William George Cavendish Bentinck. 
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CUMBERLAND. 

Northern, or Eskdale Division, 
Robert Andrew Allison. 

Mil), or Penrith Division, 
James William Lowther. 

Cockermouth Division, 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson, bt. 

Western, or Eoremoxt Division, 
David Ainsworth. 

CARLISLE BOROUGH. 
William Court Gull v. 

WHITKHAVEN BOROUGH. 
Thomas Shepherd Little. 



Members, 

DERBY. 

High Peak Division, 
William Sidebottom. 

North-Eastebn Division, 
Thomas Dolling Bolton. 

Chesterfield Division, 
Thomas Bajlej. 

Western Division, 
Victor Christian William Cavendish. 

Mid Division, 
James Alfred Jacobj. 

Ilkeston Division, 
Sir Balthazar Walter Foster. 

Southern Division, 
Harrington Evans Broad. 

DERBY BOROUGH. 
Rt. Hon. Sir William George Granville 

Venables Vernon Harcourt, kt., 
Thomas Roe. 

DEVON. 

Eastern, or Honiton Division, 
Sir John Henry Kennawaj, bt. 

North -Eastern, or Tiverton 
Division, 
Colonel Sir William Hood Walrond, bt. 

Northern, or Socth Molton Division, 
George Lambert. 

North-Western, or Barnstaple 
Division, 
Alfred Billson. 

Western, or Tavistock Division, 
Hugh Courtenay Fownes Luttrell. 

Southern, or Totnes Division, 
Francis Bingham Mildmay. 

Torquay Division, 
Richard Mallock. 

Mid, or Ashburton Division-, 
Charles Scale- Hay ne. 

DEVONPORT BOROUGH. 
Hudson E. Kearley, 
Edward J. C. Morton. 
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Members, 



Devon — conL 

BXETER BOROUGH. 
Hon. Sir Henry Stafford Northcote, bt., 
C.B. 

PLYMOUTH BOROUGH. 
Sir Edward George Clarke, kt. 
Sir William George Pearce. 

DORSET. 

Northern Division, 
John Kenelm Digby Wingfield-Digby. 

Eastern Division, 
Hon. Humphrey Napier Sturt. 

Southern Division, 
William Ernest Brymer. 

Western Division, 
Henry Richard Farquharson. 

DURHAM. 

Jarrow Division, 
Sir Charles Mark Palmer, bt. 

Houghton-le-Sfring Division, 
Captain Henry Thomas Fenwick. 

Chestbr-le-Street Division, 
James Joieey. 

North-Western Division, 
Llewellyn Archer Atherley-Jones. 

Mid Division, 
John Wilson. 

South-Easterx Division', 
Joseph Richardson. 

Bishop Auckland Division, 
James Mellor Paulton. 

Barnard Castle Division, 
Sir Joseph Whitwell Pease, bt. 

DARLINGTON BOROUGH. 
Theodore Fry. 

DURHAM BOROUGH. 
Matthew A. Fowler. 

GATESHEAD BOROUGH. 
Hon. Walter Henry James. 

HARTLEPOOLS (THE) BOROUGH. 
Christopher Furness. 



Durham — conL 

SOUTH SHIELDS BOROUGH. 
James Cochran Stevenson. 

STOCKTON BOROUGH. 
Thomas Wrightson. 

SUNDERLAND BOROUGH. 
Samuel Storey, 
Edward Temperley Gourley, 

ESSEX. 

South-Western, or Walthamstow 

Division, 
Edmund Widdrington Byrne. 

Southern, or Romford Division, 
James Theobald. 

Western, or Epping Division, 
Lt.-Col. Amelius RichardMark Loekwood. 

Northern, or Saffron Walden 
Division, 
Herbert Colstoun Gardner. 

North-Eastern, or Harwich Division 
James Round. 

Eastern, or Maldon Division, 
Cyril Joseph Settle Dodd. 

Mid, or Chelmsford Division, 
Thomas Osborne. 

South-Eastern Division, 
Major Frederic Came Rasch. 

COLCHESTER BOROUGH. 
Captain Herbert S. Naylor Leyland. 

WEST HAM BOROUGH. 
North Division^ 
Thomas Newcomen Archibald Grove, 

South Division, 
James Keir-Hardie. 



GLOUCESTER. 
Mid, or Stroud Division, 
David Brynmor Jones. 

Northern, or Tewkesbury Division, 

Sir John Edward Dorington, bt. 

Eastern, or Cirencester Division, 

Col. T. W. Chester Master. (Election 
void.) 



KK Uv^v Sii^ MlvW^t (Mwtikra Uiv4t^ 
^^^^ %lvvi^v(4^ IVs^^V Wv<MlSMIk 



{COMMONS, I89a} Mm^rs. 

S0CTHLKB;If> Or Ko^ DIVISION, 
HS&JKirO&D BOROUGH. 

« 



Nv>Htw^:*4N^ vvt Wxj^iNm^tOKB Division, 

VVv-i^tr.ww i>t A\i>ovKR Division, 
WtlliAm \V)fhY>r Umm^tou Beach. 

KX!*tfeWN\ xvr PKTKK8F1ELD DIVISION, 

WnUum Wiokhiim. 

Soi'VHKUH, or Fareham Division, 
<»<*«t»ml Sir Kixv'erick Wellington John 
Kit«\Vyji:nun, bt. 

Nrw F«>kk3t Division, 
Hm» John Walter Edward D. Scott 
Montagu* 

(^ItUrSTOHURCH BOROUGH. 
Ahrl ttonry Smith. 

PORTSMOUTH BOROUGH. 
John Bakor, 
IVahor Owen Clough. 

HOITTHAMPTON BOROUGH. 
Tankorvillo Chamlierlajne, 

4 

I'^rauuiii llonrjr Kvans. 

WINCHBSTBR BOROUGH. 
William Henry Myers, 



HERTFOHD. 

NoxTHCKX, or UiTCHiN Division, 
U^H>q^ Biekerstetli Hudson. 

Kjl:»tkii^', or Hertford Division, 
AWl SttuUk* 

Mils or St. Alban^s Division, 
VXe^TT Gibbs. 

M'ksterx, or Watford Division, 
Thomas Frederick Halsey. 



HUNTINGDON. 

Southern, or Huntingdon Division, 
Arthur Hugh Smith-Barry. 

Northern, or Ramsey Division, 
Hon. Ailwyn Edward Fellowes. 



ISLE OF WIGHT. 
Sir Richard Everard Webster, kt. 



KENT. 

Western, or Sevenoaks Division, 
Henry William Forster. 

North-Western, or Dartford 
Division, 
Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart Dyke, bt. 

South-Western, or Tunbridge 
Division, 
Arthur S. T. Griffith-Boscawen. 

Mid. or Medwat Division, 
Major Charles Edward Warde. 

North-Eastern, or Faversham 
Division, 

Hon. Herbert Thomas KnatchbuU- 

Hugessen. 

Southern, or Ashford Division, 
Laurence Hardy. 



List of 
KsvT — conL 

'RAATitRS^ or St. Augustine's Division 
BJL HoiL. Aretas Akert-Douglas. 

Isle op Thanet Division, 
Rt. Hoiu James Lowther. 

CANTERBURY BOROUGH. 
JTokn Henniker Hieatoo. 

CHATHAM BOROUGH. 
Colonel Lewu Viyian Lojd. 

DEPTFO&D BOROUGH. 
Charles John Darling. 

DOVER BOROUGH. 
George Wjndham. 

GRAVESBND BOROUGH. 
James Dam pier Palmer. 

GREENWICH BOROUGH. 
Thomas William Boord. 

HYTHE BOROUGH. 
Sir Edward William Watkin, bt. 

LEWISHAM BOROUGH. 
John Penn. 

MAIDSTONE BOROUGH. 
Francis Stanley Wykeham Cornwallis. 

ROCHESTER BOROUGH. 
Horatio David Davies. (Election void.) 

WOOLWICH BOROUGH. 
Colonel Edwin Hughes. 

LANCASTER. 

ITorth Lancashire. 
North Lonsdale Division, 
William Smith. 

Lancaster Division, 
James Williamson. 

Blackpool Division, 
Sir Matthew White Ridley, bt. 

Chorley Division, 
laenL-General Randle Joseph Feilden, 
CM. 6. 

Vorth-East Lancashire. 
Darwen Division, 
Charles Philip Huntington. 
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Lancaster — canL 

Clitheroe Division, 
Rt. Hon. Sir Ughtred James Kay- 
' Shuttleworth, bt. 

AccRiNGTON Division, 
Joseph Francis Leese. 

ROSSENDALE DIVISION, 

John Henry Maden. 

South-East Lancashire 
Westhoughton Division, 
Hon. Edward George Villiers Stanley. 

Heywood Division, 
Thomas Snape. 

MiDDLETON Division, 
Charles Henry Hopwood. 

Radcliffe-cum-FarnNvorth Division, 
Robert Leake. 

EcoLEs Division, 
Henry John Roby. 

Stretford Division, 
John William Maclure. 

Gorton Division, 
William Mather. 

Prestwich Division, 
Robert Gray Cornish Mowbray. 

Sonth-West Lancashire. 

SouTHPORT Division, 

Hon. George Nathaniel Curzon. • **" 

Ormskirk Division, 
Right Hon. Arthur Bower Forwood, 

BooTLE Division, 
Lieut.-Colonel Thomas Myles Sandys. 

WiDNES Division, 
John Saunders Gilliat. 

Newton Division, 
Thomas Wodehouse Legh. 

Ince Division, 
Samuel Woods. 

Leigh Division, ' ' 

Caleb Wright. 

ASHTON-UNDER.LYNB BOROUGH. 
John Edmund Wentworth Addisor. 

£0 



List of 

Lancasteb — cant, 

BABBOW-IN-FURNBSS BOROUGH. 
Charles William Cayzer. 

BLACKBUBN BOBOUGH. 
William Hemry Hornby, 
William Coddington. 

BOLTON BOBOUGH. 
Herbert Shepherd-Cross, 
Colonel Hon. Francis Charles Bridge- 

fnan. 

BUBNLBY BOBOUGH. 

Jabez Spencer Balfour. 

BUBY BOBOUGH. 

Right Hon. Sir Henry James, kt. 

LIVBBPOOL BOBOUGH. 
Kirhdale Division^ 
iSir George Smyth Baden-Powell 
K.C.M.G. 

W^lUm Division^ 
James Henry Stock. 

Everton Division^ 
John Archibald Willox. 

fVest Derby Division^ 
Walter Hutae Long. 

Scotland Division^ 
Thomas Power O'Connor. • 

Exchange Division, 
Ralph Neville. 

Ahercromby Division, 
William Frederick Lawrence. 

East Toxteth Division, 
Rt. Hon. Baron Henry de Worms. 

JVest Toxteth Division, 
R. P. Houston. 

MANCHKSTBB BOBOUGH. 
North' West Division, 
Sir William Henry Houldsworth, bt. 

North Division, 
Charles Ernest Schwann. 

North-East Division, 
Right Hon. Sir James FerguB8>n, bt. 
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Lancasteb — cont. 

East Division, 
Right Hon. Arthur James Balfour. 

South Division, 
Sir Henry Enfield Roscoe, kt. 

South' West Division, 
Jacob Bright. 

OLDHAM BOBOUGH. 
Joshua Milne Cheetham, 
Rt. Hon. John Tomlinson Hibbert. 

PBESTON BOBOUGH. 
Robert William Hanbury, 
William Edward Murray Tomlinson. 

BOCHDALB BOBOUGH. 
Thomas Bayley Potter. 

SALFOBD BOBOUGH. 
North Division, 
William H. Holland. 

West Division, 
Lees Knowles. 

South Division, 
Sir Henry Hoyle Howorth. 

ST. HELENS BOBOUGH. 
Henry Seton-Karr. 

STALYBBIDGE BOBOUGH. 
Tom Harrop Sidebottom. 

WABBINGTON BOBOUGH. 
Robert Pierpoint. 

WIGAN BOBOUGH. 
Sir Francis Sharp Powell, bt. 



LEICESTER. 

Eastern-, or Melton Division, 
Marquess of Granby. 

Mid, or Loughborough Division, 
Jabez Edward Johnson-Ferguson. 

Western, or Bosworth Division, 
Charles Benjamin Bright McLaren. 
Southern, or Harborough Divisiox, 
John William Logan. 

LEICESTEB BOBOUGH. 
James Allanson Picton, 
Sir James Whitehead, bt. 



List of 
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Members. 



LINCOLN. 

West Lindset, or Gainsboro' 
Division, 

Joseph Bennett. 

North Lindset, or Briog Division, 
Samuel Danks Waddj. 

East Lindset, or Louth Division, 
Robert William Perks. 

South Lindset, or Horncastle 
Division, 

Right Hon. Edward Stanhope. 

North Kesteven, or Sleaford 
Division, 

Right Hon. Henry Chaplin. 

South Kesteven, or Stamford 
Division, 
Henry John Cokayne Cust. 

Holland, or Spalding Division, 
Halley Stewart. 

BOSTON BOROUGH. 
William James Ingram. 

GRANTHAM BOROUGH. 
Henry Tarde Buller Lopes. 

GREAT GRIMSBY BOROUGH. 
Henri Josse. 

LINCOLN BOROUGH. 
William Crosfield. 

MIDDLESEX. 

Enfield Division, 

Captain Henry Ferryman Bowles. 

Tottenham Division, 
Joseph Howard. 

HoRNSET Division, 
Henry Charles Stephens. 

Harrow Division, 
William Ambrose. 

Ealing Division, 
Rt. Hon. Lord George Francis Hamilton. 

Brentford Division, 
James Bigwooi. 

UxBRiDOB Division, 
Frederick Dixou Dixon*Hartland. 



Middlesex — cant, 

BETHNAL GREEN BOBOUO 
North'East DivisioUy 
George Howell. 

South' West Division^ 
Edward Hare Pickersgill. 

CHELSEA borough. 
Charles Algernon Whitmore. 

FIN8BUBY BOROUGH. 

Holhom Division^ 

Sir Charles Hall. 

Central Divisionj^ 
Dadabhai Naoroji. 

East DivisionTy^ 
James Rowlands. 

fulham borough. . 

William Hayes Fisher. 

HACKNEY BOROUGH. 
North Division^ 
William Robert Bousfield. 

Central Division^ 
Sir Andrew Richard Scoble, K.C.S.L 

South Division^ 
Sir Charles Bnssell, kt, 

HAMMERSMITH BOROUGH. 

Major-General Walter Tuckfield GoldsH 
worthy. 

HAMP8TEAD BOROUGH. 
Edward Brodie Hoare. 

ISLINGTON BOROUGH. 
North Division^ 
George Christopher Trout Hartley.. 

West Division^ 
Thomas Lough. 

East Divisiony 
Benjamin Louis Cohen. 

South Divisiony 
Sur Albert Kaye RoUit, kt. 

KENSINGTON BOROUGH. 
North Divisiony 
Frederick Charlwood Frye. 
C«2] 
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Members, 



NORTHAMPTON. 

Northern Division, 
Bt« Hon. Lord Burghlej. 

Eastern Division, 
Francis AUston Channing. 

Mid Division, 
Hon. Charles Robert Spencer. 

Southern Division, 
David C. Guthrie. 

NORTHAMPTON BOROUQH. 
Henry Labouchere, 
Moses Philip Manfield. 

PETERBOROUGH BOROUGH. 
Alpheus Cleophas Morton. 



NORTHUMBERLAND. 

Wansbeck Division, 
Charles Fenwick. 

Tynesidb Division, 
Joseph Albert Pease. 

Hexham Division, 

Nathaniel George Clayton. (Election 
void.) 

Berwick-upon-Tweed Division, 
Sir Edward Grey, bt. 

MORPETH BOROUGH. 
Thomas Burt. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE BOROUGH. 
Charles Frederick Hamond, 
Right Hon. John Morley. 

TYNEMOUTH BOROUGH. 
Richard Sim Donkin. 



NOTTINGHAM. 

Bassetlaw Division, 
Sir Frederick George Milner, bt. 

Newark Division, 
Viscount Newark. 

RusHCLiFFE Division, 
John Edward Ellis. 

Mansfield Division, 
John Carvell Williams. 

NOTTINGHAM BOROUGH. 

West Division^ 
Colonel Charles Seely. 

East Division^ 
Arnold Morley. 

South Division^ 
Henry Smith Wright. 



OXFORD. 

Northern, or Banbury Division, 
Sir Bernard Samuelson, bt. 

Mid, or Woodstock Division, 
Godfrey Rathbone Benson. 

Southern, or Henley Division, 
Hon. Francis Parker. 

OXFORD UNIVERSITY. 
Rt. Hon. Sir John Robert Mowbray, 

bt., D.C.L. 
John Gilbert Talbot, D.C.L. 

OXFORD BOROUGH. 
Lieut.-General Sir George T. Chesney, 
xk.O.ij., Co.l., v/.l.£., R.£. 
RUTLAND. 
George Henry Finch. 

SALOP. 

Western, or Oswestry Division, 
Stanley Leighton. 

Northern, or Newport Division, 
Col. William Slaney Eenyon-Slaney. 
Mid, or Wellington Division, 
Alexander Hargreaves Brown. 

Southern, or Ludlow Division, 
Robert Jasper More. 

SHREWSBURY BOROUGH. 
Henry David Greene. 

SOMERSET. 
Northern Division, 
Thomas Courtenay T. Warner. 

Wells Division, 
Colonel Sir Richard Horner Paget, bt. 

Frome Division, 
John Emmett Barlow. 

Eastern Division, 
Henry Hobhouse. 

Southern Division, 
Edward Strachey. 

Bridgewater Division, 

Edward James Stanley. 

Western, or Wellington Division, 
Capt. Sir A. F. Acland-Hood. 
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S 0MER8ET — COnt. 

BATH BOROUGH. 
Colonel Charles Wyndham Murray, 
Edmond Robert Wodehouse. 

TAUNTON BOROUGH. 
Hon. Alfred Percy Allsopp. 

STAFFORD. 

Leek Division, 
Charles Bill. 

Burton Division, 
Sydney Evershed. 

Western Division, 
Hamar Alfred Bass. 

North-Western Division, 
James Heath. 

Lichfield Division, 
Major Leonard Darwin. 

KiNGSWINFORD DIVISION, 

Alexander Staveley Hill. 

Handsworth Division, 

Sir Henry Meysey Meysey-Thompson, 
bt. 

HANLEY BOROUGH. 
WiUiam WoodaU. 

NBWCASTLB-UNDBR-LYMB BOROUGH. 
WUliam S. Allen. 

STAFFORD BOROUGH. 
Charles Edward Shaw. 

STOKE-UPON-TRBNT BOROUGH. 
Hon. George Granville Leveson-Gower. 

WALSALL BOROUGH. 
Prank James. 

WBDNESBURY BOROUGH. 
Wilson Lloyd. 

WEST BROMWICH BOROUGH. 
James Ernest Spencer. 

WOLVERHAMPTON BOROUGH. 

fVest Diviiion^ 
Sir Alfred Hickman. 

East Division^ 
Rt. Hon. Henry Hartley Fowler. 

South Division, 
Rt. Hon. Charles Pelham Villiers. 



Members. 

SUFFOLK. 

Northern, or Lowestoft Division, 
Harry Seymour Foster. 

North-Eastern, or Eye Division, 
Francis Seymour Stevenson. 

North-Western, or Stowmarket 

Division, 

Sydney James Stern. 

South, or Sudbury Division, 

William Cuthbert Quilter. 

South-Eastern, or Woodbridoe 

Division, 

Robert Lacy Everett. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BOROUGH. 
YiscOunt Chelsea. 

IPSWICH BOROUGH. 
Sir Charles Dalrymple, bt.. 
Lord Elcho. 

• 

SURREY. 

North-Western, or Chertsey 
Division, 

Charles Harvey Combe. 

South-Western, or Guildford 

Division, 

Hon. William St. John Fremantle 

Brodrick. 

South-Eastern, or Reigate Division, 

Henry Cubitt. 

Mid, or Epsom Division, 
Thomas Townsend Bucknell. 

Kingston Division, 
Sir Richard Temple, bt., G.C.S.I. 

North-Eastern, or Wimbledon 
Division, 

Henry Cosmo Orme Bonsor. 
BATTBRSBA and CLAPHAM BOROUGH. 

Battersea Division, 
John Bums. 

Clapham Division, 

Percy M. Thornton. 

CAMBBRWBLL BOROUGH. 
North Division, 
Edward Hodson Bayley. 



List of 
Surrey — cont, 

Peckham Division^ 
Frederick George Banbury. 

Dulwich Division^ 
John Blundell Maple, 

CROYDON BOROUGH. 
Hon. Sidney Herbert. 

LAMBETH BOROUGH. 
North Division^ 
Francis Moses Coldwells. 

Kennington Division^ 
Mark Hanburj Beaufoj. 

Brixton Division^ 
Marquess of Carmarthen. 

Norwood Division, 
Charles Ernest Tritton. 

NBWINGTON BOROUGH. 
fVest Division, 
Captain Cecil William Norton. 

Walworth Division, 
William Saunders. 

SOUTH WARK BOROUGH. 
West Division, 
Richard Knight Causton. 

Rotherhithe Division, 
John Cumming Macdona. 

Bermondsey Division, 
Reubon V. Barrow. 

WANDSWORTH BOROUGH. 
Henrj Kimber. 
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SUSSEX. 
North- WESTBRNjOr Horsham Division, 
Right Hon. Sir Walter Barttelot Barttelot, 
bt., C.B. (Since deceased.) 

South-Western, or Chichester 

Division, 

Rt, Hon. Lord Walter C. Gordon Lennox. 

N0RTHERN,0rEASTGRINSTEADDlVI8I0N, 

Hon. Alfred Erskine Gathorne-Hardj. 



Sussex — cont. 

Mid, or Lewes Division, 
Sir Henry Fletcher, bt. 

Southern, or Eastbourne Division, 
Admiral Edward Field. 

Eastern, or Rye Division, 
Arthur Montagu Brookfield. 

BRIGHTON BOROUGH. 
Gerald Walter Erskine Loder, 

Rt. Hon. Sir William Thackeraj Mar- 
riott, kt. 

9 

HASTINGS BOROUGH. 
Wilson Noble. 



WARWICK. 

Northern, or Tamworth Division, 
Philip Albert Muntz. 

North-Eastern, or Nuneaton Divi- 
sion, 
Francis Alexander Newdigate. 

South- Western, or Stratford-on- 
AvoN Division, 

Algernon Bertram Freeman-Mitford. 

South-Eastern, or Rugby Division, 
Henry Peyton Cobb. 

ASTON MANOR BOROUGH. 

Captain George William Grice-Hutchin- 
son. 

BIRMINGHAM BOROUGH. 
Edghaston Division, 
George Dixon. 

West Division, 
Rt. Hon. Joseph Chamberlain. 

Central Division, 
John Albert Bright. 

North Division, 
William Kenrick. 

East Division, 
Right Hon. Henry Matthews, 

BordesUy Division, 
Jesse CoUings. 

South Division,, 
Joseph Powell- Williams. 



{COMMONS, 1893} 



List of 
Warwick — conL 

COVENTRY BOROUGH. 
William Henrj Walter Ballantine. 

WARWICK & LEAMINGTON BOROUGH. 

Rt, Hon. Arthur Welleslej Peel. 

*■ 

WESTMORELAND. 

Northern, or Appleby Division, 
Sir Joseph Savorj, bt. 

Southern, or Kendal Division, 
Captain Josceline FitzRoj Bagot. 

WILTS. 
Northern, or Cricklade Division, 
John Husband. 

North- Western, or Chippenham 

Division, 

Sir John Poynder Dickson-Poynder, bt. 

Western, or Westbury Division, 
George Pargiter Fuller. 

Eastern, or Devizes Division, 
Charles Edward Henry Hobhouse. 

Southern, or Wilton Division, 
Viscount Folkestone. 

SALISBURY BOROUGH. 
Edward Henry Hulse. 



WORCESTER. 
Western, or Bewdley Division, 
Alfred Baldwin. 

Southern, or Evesham Division, 
Sir Edmund Anthony Harley Lech- 
mere, bt. 

Mid, or Droitwich Division, 
Richard Biddulph Martin. 

Northern, or Oldburt Division, 
Benjamin Hingley. 

Eastern Division, 
J. Austen Chamberlain. 

DUDLEY BOROUGH. 
Brooke Robinson. 

KIDDERMINSTER BOROUGH. 
Augustus Frederick Godson. 

WORCESTER BOROUGH. 
Hon. George Higginson AUsopp. 



JffefnberSm 
YORK. 

ITortiii Biding^. 

• Thirsk and Malton Division, 
John Grant Lawson. 

Richmond Division, 
George William Elliot. 

Cleveland Division, 
Henry Fell Pease. 

Whitby Division^ 
Ernest William Beckett. 

East Biding; 

HOLDERNESS DIVISION, 

Commander George Richard RetheI13«N« 

BucKROSE Division, 
Angus Holden. 

HOWDENSHIRE DIVISION, 

Colonel WUliam H. Wilson-Todd. 



West Biding, Horthem Part 

Skipton Division, 
Charles Savile Roundell. 

Keighley Division, 
Isaac Holden. 

Shipley Division, 
WiUiam PoUard Byles. 

SowERBY Division, 
Right Hon. John William Mellor* 

Elland Division, 
Thomas Way man. 

West Biding, Southern Part. 
MoRLEY Division, 
Alfred Eddison Hutton. 

NORMANTON DIVISION, 

Benjamin Pickard. 

CoLNE Valley Division, 
Sir James B. Kitson, bt. 

Holmfirth Division, 
Henry Joseph Wilson. 

Barnsley Division, 
Earl Compton. 

Hallamshire Division, 
I Sir ^ — «-- 5-*v Thorpe Mappin, bt. 
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York — cont. 

ROTHERHAM DIVISION, 

Arthur Herbert Dyke Acland. 

DoNCASTER Division, 
Charles James Fleming. 

West Kiding, Eastern Part 
RiPON Division, 
John Lloyd Wharton. 

Otlby Division, 
John Barran. 

Barkston Ash Division, 
Colonel Robert Gunter. 

OsGpLDCROss Division. 
John Austin. 

PuDSEY Division, 
Briggs Priestley. 

Spen Valley Division, 
Thomas Palmer Whittaker. 

BRADFORD BOROUGH. 
IVest Division, 
Alfred lUingworth. 

Central Division^ 
Right Hon. John George Shaw Lefevre. 

East Division^ 
William Sproston Caine. 

DBWSBURY BOROUGH. 
Mark Oldroyd. 

HALIFAX BOROUGH. 
Thomas Shaw. 
Rt. Hon. James Stansfeld, 

HUDDERSFIBLD BOROUGH. 
William Summers. (Since deceased.) 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL BOROUGH. 

East Division^ 
Clarence Smith. 

Central Division^ 
Henry Seymour King. 

West Division^ 
Charles Henry Wilson, 

LEEDS BOROUGH. 
North Division^ 
Right Hon. William Lawies Jackson. 



York — cont. 

Central Division^ 
Gerald William Balfour. 

East Division^ 
John Lawrence Gane. 

West Division^ 
Herbert John Gladstone. 

South Division^ 
John Lawson Walton. 

MIDDLESBROUGH BOROUGH. 
Joseph Havelock Wilson. 

PONTBFRACT BOROUGH. 
Hon. Rowland Winn. 

SCARBOROUGH BOROUGH. 
Sir George Reresby Sitwell, bt. 

SHEFFIELD BOROUGH. 

Attercliffe Division^ 
Hon. Bernard John Seymour Coleridge. 

Brightside Division^ 
Rt. Hon. Anthony John Mundella. 

Central Division^ 
Colonel Charles Edward Howard Yin- 
cent, C.B. 

Hallam Division^ 

Charles Beilby Stuart- Wortley. 

Ecclesall Division^ 

Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett. 

WAKEFIELD BOROUGH. 
Col. Albany H. Charleswortu. 

YORK BOROU «H 
John George Butcher, 

Frank Lockwood. 



WALES. 

ANGLESEY. 
Thomas P. Lewis. 

BRECKNOCK. 

William Fuller Maitland. 

CARDIGAN. 
William Bowen Rowlands. 



IA9i // 
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CAUMAUrUKK. 

John tAoyd Mw^^ai^ 

CAIiNAUVON. 
Koi THKUir, or KirioN Diviniok, 
Jiiliii lir^H UolwrtM, 

NoMt II KMM, or Aui^oN Divimour, 
Wiltkiii Ufillibono. 

nAHMAHVOK HOUOlHiH. 
DhvIiI JJo^il-CUtorKo* 

DKNHKSH. 
ICamtkhn Divimow, 
liltflil linn, (ittorifu ()Mt»oriio MorffAii. 

WnhTKIIN DiVlMtON, 

•loliii llorlwrl. ItohurtMi 

ntcNHum mmomni. 

lion. OmirKo Thoiimn Kouyon. 

K I.I NT, 

ULAMOKUAN, 
S^m\H4 TUk^mmu K\4u^ 

Wx x; AWW4 li^.M»Mk 



HWAXSEA BOROUGH. 

Swamsea^ Totm, 
VUAteri Jobn Dteluon Bnmie. 
Swansea^ Dittriei^ 
Hir Henry HuMej Vivian, bt. 

MERIONETH. 
ThonuM Edward EUts. 

MONTGOMERY. 
Htuart Rendel. 

MONTGOMERY BOROUGH. 
8ir Prycc Pryce-Jones. 

PEMBROKE. 
William Roes Morgan Davies. 

PKMBROKB AND HAVERFORDWEST 
BOROUGH. 
Charles Francis Egert on Allen. 

RADNOR. 
Frank Edwards. 



SCOTLAHD. 



ABERDEEN. 

Eastern Division, 
Thomas Ryburu Buchanan. 

Western Division, 

Rol>ort Farquharsou, M.D. 

ABERDEEN BURGH. 

WiUiam Alexander Hunter. 
SouiA Dirisiomj 
JauM<8 Brvce, 

ARGYLL. 
IXknakl Home Macfariane. 

AYR. 
Northern Division^ 
Hoa. Thomas Horatio Arthur Enest 
CodirmR^ 

S^H'THERX DlTlMON, 

AYE DI^TUCT OF BCRGHS. 
WuoMi BirkMTre. 

&;:.mjiSLSvX^«: r:2^ri:>i or bcrghs. 

o9MMKpR ' 
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BANFF. 
Rol>ert William Duff. 



{COMMONS, 1893} 



Memherai* 



BERWICK. 
Right Hon. Edward Marjoribanks. 

BUTE. 
Andrew Graham Murraj. 

CAITHNESS. 
Gaviu Brown Clark, M.D. 

WICK DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Sir John Pender. 

CLACKMANNAN AND KINROSS. 
Rt. Hon. John Blair Balfour. 

DUMBARTON. 

Captain John Sinclair. 

DUMFRIES. 
William Jardine Maxwell. 

DUMFRIES DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Robert Threshie Reid. 

EDINBURGH (Mid-Lothian). 
Rt. Hon. William Ewart Gladstone. 

EBINBURGH BURGH. 
East Division^ 

Robert Wallace. 

West Division^ 
Viscount Wolmer. 

Central Division^ 
William McEwan. 

South Division^ 
Herbert Woodfield Paul. 

EDINBURGH AND ST. ANDREWS UNI- 

VERSITIES. 

Rt. Hon. Sir John Charles Pearson, kt. 

LBITH DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Ronald Crawfurd Munro Ferguson. 

ELGIN AND NAIRN. 
John Seymour Keaj. 

ELGIN DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Alexander Asher. 



FIFE. 

Eastern Division, 
Herbert Henrj Asquith. 

Western Division, 
Augustine Birrell. 

KIRKCALDY DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
James Henry Dalziel. 

ST. ANDREWS DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Henry Torrens Anstruther. 

FORFAR. 
John Rigby. 

DUNDEE BURGH. 
John Leng, 
Edmund Robertson. 

MONTROSE DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
John Shiress Will. 

HADDINGTON. 
Richard Burden Haldane. 

INVERNESS. 
Donald Macgregor, M.D. 

INVERNESS DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Gilbert Beith. 

KINCARDINE. 
John William Crombie. 

KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 

Mark John Stewart. 

LANARK. 

GovAN Division, 
John Wilson. 

Partick Division, 
James Parker Smith. 

North-Western Division, 
Graeme Alexander Whitelaw. 

North-Eastern Division, 
Donald Crawford. 

Mid Division, 
John Wynford Philipps. 

Southern Division, 
James Henry Cecil Hozier. 
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GLASGOW BOBOUGH. 

Bridgeton Division^ 

Bt. Hon. Sir George Otto Treveljan, bt. 

Camlachie Division^ 
Alexander Cross. 

St. Rollox Division, 
Sir James M. Carmichael, bt. 

Central Division, 
John George Alexander Baird. 

College Division^ 
Charles Cameron, M.D., LL.D. 

Tradeston Division, 
Archibald Cameron Corbett. 

BlackfriarsandHutchestmtownDivision, 
Andrew Dryburgh Provand. 

GLASGOW AND ABEBDEEN 
UNIVEBSITIES. 

James Alexander Campbell, LL.D. 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter McLagan. 

ORKNEY AND SHETLAND. 
Leonard Ljall. 

PEEBLES AND SELKIRK. 
Walter Thorburn* 

PERTH. 

Eastern Division, 
Sir John George Smjth Kinloch, bt. 

Western Division, 
Sir Donald Currie, K.G.M.G. 

PEBTH BUBGH. 
William Whitelaw. 

RENFREW. 

Eastern Division, 
Michael Hugh Shaw-Stewart. 

Western Division, 
Charles Bine Renshaw. 

GREENOCK BUBGH. 
Sir Thomas Sutherland, K.C.M.G. 

PAISLEY BUBGH. 
William Dunn. 



ROSS AND CROMARTY. 
John Galloway Weir. 

ROXBURGH. 
Hon. Mark Francis Napier. 

HAWICK DISTBICT OF BUBGHS. 
Thomas Shaw. 

STIRLING. 
William Jacks. 

FALKIBK DISTRICT OF BUBGHS. 
Hany Smith. 

STIBLING DISTBICT OF BUBGHS. 
Right Hon. Henrj Campbell-Banner- 
man. 

SUTHERLAND. 

Angus Sutherland. 

WIGTON. 

Sir Herbert Eustace Maxwell, bt. 

IBELAVD. 



ANTRIM. 
North Antrim Division, 
Charles Cunningham Connor. 

Mid Antrim Division, 
Hon. Robert Torrens O'Neill. 

East Antrim Division, 
Captain James Martin M^Calmont. 

South Antrim Division, 
William Grey Ellison Macartney. 

BELFAST BOBOUGH. 
North Belfast Division, 
Sir Edward James Harland, bt. 

East Belfast Division, 
Gusiav Wilhehn Wolff. 

South Belfast Division, 
William Johnston. 

West Belfast Division, 
Hugh 0. Arnold-Forster. 
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ARMAGH. 

North Armaqh Division, 
Colonel Edward James Saunderson. 

Mid Armagh Division, 
Dunbar Plunket Barton. 

South Armagh Division, 
E. McHugh. 

CARLOW. 
John Hammond. 

CAVAN. 

West Cavan Division, 
Edmund Francis Yesej Knox. 

East Cavan Division, 
Samuel Young. 

CLARE. 

East Clare Division, 
William Hoej Kearnej Redmond. 

West Clare Division, 
J. Roclifort Maguife. 

CORK. 

North Cork Division, 
James Christopher Flynn. 

North-East Cork Division, 
WiUiam O'Brien. 

Mid Cork Division, 
Charles Keams Deane Tanner, M.D. 

East Cork Division, 
Captain A. J. C. Donelan. 

West Cork Division, 
James Gilhoolj. 

South Cork Division, 
Edward Barry. 

South-East Cork Division, 
John Morrogh. 



' i> 



CORK CITY. 
William O'Brien, 
Maurice Healj. 



, • ." 



J M • 



DONEGAL. 
North Donegal Division, 
John Mains. 

- West Donegal Division, 
Timothy Daniel Sullivan. 

East Donegal Division, 
Arthur O'Connor. 

South Donegal Division, 
John Gordon Swift Mac Neill. 

DOWN. 
North Down Division, 
Colonel Thomas Waring. 

East Down Division, 
James Alexander Rentoul, LL.D. 

West Down Division, 
Right Hon. Lord Arthur W. HiU. 

South Down Division, 
Michael McCartan. 

NBWRY BOROUGH. 
Patrick George Hamilton Carvill. 

DUBLIN. 

North Dublin Division, 
John Joseph Clancy, M.A. 

South Dublin Division, 
Hon. Horace C. Plunkett. 

DUBLIN CITY. 
College Green Division^ 
Dr. Joseph E. Kenny. 

Harbour Division^ 
Timothj Charles Harrington. 

SL Stephen's Green Division, 
William Kennj. 

SL Patrick's Division, 
WUliam Field. 

DUBLIN UNIVBRBITY. 
Rt. Hon. David Rohert Plunket, LL.D., 
Edward Carson. 

FERMANAGH. 

North Fermanagh Division, 
Richard Martin Dane. 

South Fermanagh Division, 
P. Magilligan. 






List of 

GALWAY. 

CONNEMARA DIVISION, 

Patrick James Foley. 

North Galway Division, 
Colonel John Philip Nolan. 

East Galway Division, 
John Roche. 

South Galway Division, 
David Sheehj. 

GALWAY TOWN. 
John Pinkerton. 

K£RRi • 
North Kerry Division, 
Thomas Sexton. 

West Kerry Division, 
Sir Thomas Henry Grattan Esmonde, bt. 

South Kerry Division, 
Denis Kilbride. 

East Kerry Division, 
Jeremiah Daniel Sheehan. 

KILDARE. 

North Kildare Division, 
Patrick James Kennedy. 

South Kildare Division, 
Matthew J. Minch. 

KILKENNY. 

North Kilkenny Division, 
Patrick McDermott. 

South Kilkenny Division, 
Patrick Alexander Chance. 

kilkbkny city, 

Thomas B. Carran. 

KING'S COUNTY, 
Birr Division, 
Bernard Charles MoUoj. 

TULLAHORE DinSION^ 

Dr. Joseph Francis Fox. 

LEITRIM. 

NoitTH Leitrim Division, 
Patrick A. McHugb. 

South Lsitpim Division, 
Jasper TuUy. 
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LIMERICK. 

West Limerick Division, 
M. Austin. 

East Limerick Division, 
John Finucane. 

LIMERICK CITY. 
Francis Arthur O'Keeffe. 

LONDONDERRY. 
North Derry Division, 
Henrj Ljle Mulholland. 

South Derry Division, 
Thomas Lea. 

LONDONDERRY CITY. 
John Ross. 

LONGFORD. 

North Longford Division, 
Justin McCarthy. 

South Longford Division, 
Edward Blake. 

LOUTH. 

North Louth Division, 
Timothy Michael Healy. 

South Louth Division, 
Daniel Ambrose, M.D. 

MAYO. 
North Mayo Division, 

Daniel Crilly, 

West Mayo Division',- 
John Deasy. 

East Mayo Division, 
John Dillon. 

South Mayo Division, 
James Francis Xavier 0*Brien. 

MEATH. 

North Meath Division, 
Michael Davitt. 

South Meath Division, 
I Patrick t^ullam. (Election void.) 
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MONAGHAN. 

North Mokaohan Division, 
Charles Diamond. 

South Monaghan Division, 
Florence O'DriscoU. 

QUEEN'S COUNTY. 

OssoRT Division, 
Eugene Crean. 

Leix Division, 
Mark Antonj MacDonnell, M.D. 

ROSCOMMON. 

North Roscomhon Division, 
Matthias McDonnell Bodkin. 

South Roscohmon Division, 
Luke Patrick Hajden. 

SLIGO. 

North Sligo Division, 
Bernard Collerj. 

South Sligo Division, 
Thomas Curran. 

TIPPERARY. 

North Tipperary Division, 
Patrick Joseph O'Brien. 

Mid Tipperary Division, 
John W. McCarthy. 

South Tipperary Division, 
Francis Mandeville. 

East Tipperary Division, 
Thomas Joseph Condon. 

TYRONE. 

North Tyrone Division, 
Lord Frederick Spencer Hamilton. 



Tyrone — cont. 

Mid Tyrone Division, 
Matthew Joseph Kenny. 

East Tyrone Division, 
William James Reynolds. 

SpuTH Tyrone Division, 
Thomas Wallace Russell. 

WATERFORD. 

West Waterford Division, 
Alfred Webb. 

East Waterford Division, 
Patrick Joseph Power. 

WATBRFORD CITY. 
John Edward Redmond. 

. WESTMEATH. 

North Westmeath Division, 
James Tuite. 

South Westmeath Division, 
Donal Sullivan. 

WEXFORD. 

North Wexford Division, 
Thomas J. Healj. 

South Wexford Division, 
John Barry. 

WICKLOW. 

West Wicklow Division, 
James O^Connor. 

East Wicklow Division, 
John Sweetman. 
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THE 



PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 



{Authorised Edition) 



IN THE 



SECOND SESSION of the TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT op 
THE United Kingdom of GREAT BRITAIN and IRELAND 

APPOINTED TO MEET 4 AuGUST 1892, IN THE FiFTY-SlXTH YeAR OF 

THE Reign op 



HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 



FIRST VOLUME OF SESSION 1893. 



HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Tuesday, Slst January^ 1893. 



THE PARLIAMlfsT, which had 
been prorogued successively from 
Thursday, the 18th day of August 1892, 
to Friday, the 4th day of November next, 
theuce to Tuesday, the 13th day of De- 
ceml>er, and theuce to Tuesday, the 31st 
day of January 1893, met this day for 
the despatch of business. 

The Session was opened by Commis- 
sion. 

The House of Peers being met, 

The lord CHANCELLOR ac- 
quainted the House, 

" That Her Majesty, not thinking it fit to be 
present here this day, has been pleaded to 
cause a Commission to be issued under the 
Great Seal, in onler to the oi)euing and holding 
of this Parliament." 

VOL. CCCLXIV. 



Then Five of the LORDS COM- 
MISSIONERS — namely, The Lord 
Chancellor, The Earl Spencer, The Earl 
of Kimberley, The Marquess of Breadal- 
baue, and Lord Carrington — being in 
their robes, and seated on a form placed 
between the Throne and the Woolsack 
— commanded the Yeoimm Usher of the 
Black Rod to let the Commons know, 

'*The Lonls Commissioners desire their 
imme<liate attendance in this House to hear 
the Commission reatl."' 

Who being at the Bar, with their 
Speaker : — * 

The Commission was read by the 
Clerk :— Then 

THE QUEEN'S SPEECH. 

The lord CHANCELLOR de- 
livered Her Majesty's Most Gracious 
Speech to both Houses of Parliament, 
as follows : — 

My Lords, and Gentlemen, 
" I continue to hold friendly and har- 
monious relations with all foreign Powers. 
B 



Roll of 
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the Lords, 



Their declarations in every quarter are 
favourable to the maintenance of Euro- 
pean peace. 

In connection with the approaching 
evacuation of Uganda by the British 
East Africa Company, I have deemed it 
expedient to authorise a Commissioner 
of experience and ability to examine on 
the spot, with adequate provisions for 
his safety, into the best means of deal- 
ing with the country, and to report to 
my Government upon the subject. 

In view of recent occurrences in 
Egypt, I have determined on making a 
slight augmentation in the number of 
British troops there stationed. This 
measure does not indicate any change of 
policy, or any modification of the assur- 
ances which my Government have given 
from time to time respecting the occu- 
pation of that country. 

The Khedive has declared, in terms 
satisfactory to me, his intention to follow 
henceforward the established practice of 
previous consultation with my Govern- 
ment in political affairs, and his desire 
to act in cordial co-operation with it. 

In relation both to Egypt and Uganda, 
papers in continuation of those hereto- 
fore presented will at once be laid before 
you. 

Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 

The Estimates of Charge necessary 
for the Public Service in the coming 
financial year have been framed, and 
will be laid l)ofore you at an early date. 
My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

I have observed with concern a wide 
prevalence of agricultural distress in 
many pafts of the country. It is to be 
hoped that, among the causes of the 
present depression, some may be tem- 
porary in their nature. But I do not 
doubt that you will take this grave 
matter iuto your consideration, and make 
it a Hul)joct of careful inquiry. 

The Proclamations recently in force, 
whioh placed Ireland under exceptional 
jm>vij»iou8 of law, have been revoked ; 
Hiid I have the satisfaction of informing 
you that the condition of that country 



with respect to agrarian crime continues 
to improve. 

A Bill will be submitted to you, on 
the earliest available occasion, to amend 
the provision for the Government of 
Ireland. It has been prepared with the 
desire to afford contentment to the Irish 
people, important relief to Parliament^ 
and additional securities for the strength 
and union of the Empire. 

Bills will be promptly laid before yon 
for the amendment of the svstem of 
registration in Great Britain ; for 
shortening the duration of Parliaments ; 
and for establishing the equality of 
the franchise by the limitation of each 
elector to a single vote. 

There will also be proposed to you 
various Bills bearing on the condition 
of labour, among which are measures 
in relation to the liability of employers, 
the hours of labour for railway servants, 
and a Bill to amend the Law of Con- 
spiracy. 

Your attention will likewise be in- 
vited to measures for the further 
improvement of Local Government, in- 
cluding the creation of Parish Coimcils ; 
for the enlargement of the powers of 
the London County Council ; for the 
prevention of the growth of new vested 
interests in the Ecclesiastical Establish- 
ments in Scotland and in Wales ; and 
for direct local ^ntrol over the liquor 
traffic ; together^ with other measures 
of public utility. 

I humbly commend your labours upon 
these and upon all other subjects to the 
guidance of Almighty God." 

Then the Commons withdrew. 

House adjourned during pleasure. 

House resumed. 
Prayeus. 

BOLL OF THE LORDS. 
Garter King of Arms attending, de- 
livered at the Table (in the usual manner) 
a List of the Lords Temporal in the 
Second Session of the Twenty-fifth 
Parliament of the United Kingdom : 
The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
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Several Lords — Took the Oath. 

NEW PEERS. 

The £arl of Zetland, haviug been 
created Earl of Ronaldshay in the 
county of Orkney and Zetland, and 
Marquess of Zetland — Was (in the 
usual manner) introduced. 

The Viscount Cranbrook, having been 
created Baron Medway of Uemsted in the 
county of Kent, and Earl of Cranbrook 
in the said county — Was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. 

The Lord Willoughby de Eresby> 
having t>een created Earl of Ancaster 
in the county of Lincoln — Was (in the 
usual manner) introduced. 

The Right Honourable George Cubitt, 
having been created Baron Ashcombe of 
Dorking in the county of Surrey, and of 
Bodiam Castle in the county of Sussex 
— ^Was (in the usual manner) intro- 
duced. 

Sir Thomas Brooks, Baronet, having 
been created Baron Crawshaw of Craw- 
shaw in the county palatine of Lancaster, 
and of Whatton in the county of 
Leicester — Was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 

William Amhurst Tyssen Amherst, of 
Amherst in the county of Kent, Diddling- 
ton Hall in the countv of Norfolk, and 
of Hackney in the county of London, 
Esquire, having been created Baron 
Amherst of Hackney in the county of 
London — Was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 

John Allan Rolls, Esquire, having 
been created Baron Llangattock of the 
Hendre in the county of Monmouth— 
Was (in the usual manner) introduced. 

The Right Honourable Sir John Lyon 
Playfair, K.C.B., having been created 
Baron Playfair of Saint Andrews in 
the county of Fife — ^Was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. 

Cyril Flower, Esquire, having been 
created Baron Battersea of Battersea in 
the county of London, and Overstrand 
in the county of Norfolk — W^as (in the 
usunl manner) introduced. 

Several Lords — Took the Oath. 



SAT FIRST IN PARLIAMENT. 

The Earl of Essex^— After the death 
of his grandfather. 

The Earl of Harewood — Aft^r the 
death of his father. 

His Royal Highness the Prince of 
Wales — Singly took the Oath. 

His Royal Highness the Duke of 
York — Singly took the Oath. 

SELECT VESTRIES. 
Will, pro forma, read 1*. 

THE QUEEN'S SPEECH, 

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 

MAJESTY'S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

The Queen's Speech reported by 
the Lord Chancellor. 

Lord BRASSE Y (who wore the uni- 
form of an officer of the Royal Naval 
Reserve) said : My Lords, I rise to move 
that an humble Address be presented to 
Her Majesty in reply to the gracious 
speech from the Throne. The task which 
has been assigned to me is usually 
allotted to one of the younger Members 
of your Lordships* House. It affords 
an opportunity, and it will be re- 
membered how well that opportunity was 
used last year. My Lords, I deeply re- 
gret that among the independent sup- 
porters of Her Majesty's Government 
in this House I see so few young men 
coming forward. To express regret is not to 
lay all the blame and all the responsi- 
bility upon those who have left us. Re- 
conciliation is much to be desired not 
upon the narrow grounds of Party advan- 
tage, but in the public interest. We 
need on both sides of politics, and in 
both Houses of Parliament, an adequate 
representation of all orders, all classes, 
and all interests. And now, my Lords, 
I turn to the subjects more directly con- 
nected with Her Majesty's gracious 
Speech. The Irish question stands 
foremost in the scheme of legislative 
labour proposed for the ensuing Session. 
The wisdom of Parliament has never yet 
failed to grapple with any of the tasks 
which the progress of events has from 
time to time imposed upon us. Are we 
now to confess before the whole civilised 
world that it is impossible to make Ire- 
land at once contented and orderly ? 
Two alternatives are before us : There 
is the present system which I may de- 
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scribe as democracy, tempered or qualified 
by coercion, and there is the alternative 
of concession within the limits of pru- 
dence to the demand of Ireland for local 
self-government. Local self-government 
has been tried in many parts of the 
Empire, and nowhere yet has it failed to 
give contentment to the people and a sense 
of responsibility to the rulers. In the 
hands of so able a statesman as Mr. 
Balfour, of whose services in maintaining 
law and order in Ireland a political oppo- 
nent may speak with acknowledgment, it 
might not be impossible, by the firm 
exefcise of authority, to secure many of 
-the objects of good government ; but 
if you fail to lessen the burden of the 
people, how can you reconcile your 
system with those democratic institu- 
tions which you are not prepared to give 
up even in Ireland ? With a free Press, 
with a full — nay, an excessive represen- 
tation in Parliament, and with household 
suffrage, how is it possible to carry on 
for a long period of years a mode of 
government against that local opinion 
and sentiment to which you allow such 
full and unchecked liberty of expression ? 
It seems to me it is inconsistent with the 
xepresentative institutions which you 
have given to Ireland to conduct the 
Government in total disregard of the 
opinions of the great majority of the 
people constitutionally expressed. It was 
a wise saying of Marcus Aurelius — 

**A prudent ruler will not offend the pre- 
judices of his people. He may well wish that 
'they were wiser." 

There have been occasions when the 
truth of this maxim might have found its 
application near at hand. My Lords, 
does not the main objection to any plan 
of Home Rule lie in a deep-rooted dis- 
trust of the political capacities of the Irish 
people ; and may it not be pleailed in their 
behalf that they have suffered from more 
misfortunes than have perhaps befallen 
any people ? They have suffered from 
miserable poverty ; they have suffered 
from much oppression ; they have 
suffered from uncertainty of purpose on 
the part of their rulers. In the hands of 
every writer, whether a Fronde or a Lecky, 
a Burke or a Swift, the history of Ireland 
contains more dark pages than are to be 
found in the history of any nation within 
the pale of civilisation. The faults of 
the Irish people are the faults of a nation 
which has lived In serfdom. The first stage 
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of emancipation may be difficult. We 
are passing through that stage now : let 
us not despair of the future. My Lords, 
these are the considerations — they are only 
some of the considerations — which have 
induced those sitting in this circum- 
scribed quarter of the House to follow 
Mr. Gladstone in the adoption of the 
principle of local self-government for 
Ireland. Of the statesmanship with 
which that principle has been applied we 
shall be in a position to judge when the 
Bill of the Government has been placed 
before Parliament. I trust that my 
right lion. Friend will have prepared a 
plan which prudent followers may 
cordially accept, and which even the 
Opposition may be able to entertain. It 
would be idle to expect that any plan on 
a question bristling with difficulties, com- 
ing from one side only, can be so perfect 
as not to be susceptible of improvement 
by the patriotic labours of the other. 
My Lords, with a sense of relief I turn to 
subjects in which happily Party divisions 
are little felt. The country will learn 
with satisfaction from the assurances 
conveyed in Her Majesty^s Gracious 
Speech that we hold friendly relations 
with all foreign Powers. The able 
administration of foreign affairs by the 
noble Marquess opposite (Lord Salisbury) 
has been acknowledged by both sides. I 
am not in the confidence of the successor 
of the noble Marquess; b^it when my noble 
FriendVas called to the Foreign Office, not 
only by the Party with which he acts, 
but by an unanimous public opinion, it 
was anticipated tliat he would go 
there to preserve the continnity of our 
foreign policy. And what is that 
policy ? We cherish no designs of 
aggression or annexation. An Empire 
upon which the sun never sets is vast 
enough to satisfy the widest and loftiest 
ambition. The main aim and concern of 
every foreign Minister of England must 
be to preserve the links which bind the 
Mother Country to her sons and daughters 
in her colonics, and to her noble depen- 
dencies in every quarter of the globe. 
We are bound to keep in view at all times 
the defence of India, and the defence of 
our line of communications with the East. 
In war the safer and surer route to the 
East must be by the Cape ; but our 
interests in India gave us an interest in 
Egypt, which eventually, on the refusal 
of other Powers to act, imposed upon us 
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the responsibility of restoring and main- 
taining order after the suppression of the 
rebellion of Arabi. Before retiring from 
Egypt we are pledged to establish a firm 
and stable Government in that country. 
The capacity of Englishmen for such a 
task has been once more illustrated in the 
success which has been achieved by Lord 
Cromer and those acting under his direc- 
tions. The Government may be con- 
gratulated on the results which have 
followed his prompt action taken to pre- 
vent the good work begun in Egypt 
being undone by hasty and ill-considered 
changes in the local administration. 
Passing from foreign policy to colonial 
affairs, we in the Mother Country are 
watching with the deepest interest the 
progress of the great work of Australian 
federation. We look forward to the 
completion of the task by the able 
statesmen engaged in its consideration 
as tending not to draw us further apart, 
but to bind us closer together. Pride in 
the colonies and affection for them are 
growing sentiments in this country. I 
will now turn to the paragraphs in the 
Speech dealing with those social and 
economic questions on which the public 
interest is, happily, firmly fixed, and 
which deeply affect the interests of 
those whose lot it is to labour. The 
prevention of conflicts between capital 
and labour ; the relaxation, within the 
limits of prudence, of the conditions 
under which the bounty of the State is 
administered to the poor ; age pensions, 
State colonisation, regulation of the 
hours of lal)Our, popular control of the 
liquor traffic, bi-metallism. Protection, 
Fair Trade, Free Trade within the 
Empire, with differential duties on 
foreign importations — those are some, 
and only some, of the questions which 
are now being debated. Most of these 
questions have been, or are now being, 
considered by Select Committees and 
Royal Commissions. It is an obvious 
remark upon all these questions that it 
would be fatal to the interests of labour 
to do anything by meddlesome legislation 
to weaken that spirit of self-reliance 
which is a characteristic virtue of the 
British workman ; but whenever the 
State can with advantage interfere, the 
Government have shown themselves 
ready to assist in the development of 
trade and the improvement in the condi- 
tion of the workers. For the mass of 



the population it must be the main con- 
cern to obtain good wages and regular 
work. These are blessings only to be 
enjoyed when trade is prosperous. Un- 
fortunately, in late years, demand has 
not kept pace with the extraordinary de- 
velopment in our power of production. 
The best remedy for congestion in the 
old markets through over-production is 
to be found in the opening of new out- 
lets ; and in the pioneering stage the 
Government can render valuable aid. 
Attention has of late been specially 
directed to Africa as a new outlet for 
our'enterprise and trade, and an agree- 
ment has been authorised by which a 
subsidy would be given by the Crown to 
the colony of Bechuanaland in aid of the 
construction of railways. Sir Gerald 
Portal has been sent on an arduous 
mission to Uganda. The action taken 
by the Government in both these cases 
will command general approval. It is 
an appropriate exercise of the functions 
of the State to see that due regard is paid 
in all factories and workshops to sanita- 
tion and the safety of life. The Em- 
ployers' Liability Act, which it is 
proposed to extend during the coming 
Session, rests on that principle. On the 
same ground the State may most 
properly interfere, as it is proposed to do 
in one of the Bills mentioned in the 
Speech, to limit the hours of duty of 
railway servants. Much evidence has 
been given before the Royal Commission 
on Labour with reference to the 
insufficiency of inspection in factories, 
and especially in small workshops. The 
staff of Inspectors under the Home Office 
has been recently reinforced, and opera- 
tives, both men and women, have been 
appointed to posts for which they are 
eligible. The collection and distribution 
of information bearing on the prospects 
of trade and the state of the labour 
market is one of the best services 
which a Trade Union can perform for its 
members. In this useful work the State 
may lend valuable co-operation. A 
beginning, and more than a beginning, 
has been made by the Statistical Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade, under Mr. 
Giffen, and by that distinguished re- 
presentative of our cultivated working 
men, Mr. Burnett, the Labour Corre- 
spondent. The work will be ex- 
tended, and the results more widely 
made known, through the Labour De- 
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then tell me how it is within the sphere 
of human probahility that the Empire 
will be endangered or disintegrated ? The 
Act of 1888 disintegrated the Local Go- 
vernment of England, but nobody has 
been injured by it. If Home Rule is 
granted to Ireland the Imperial power in 
this country will not be affected. My 
argument, shortly put, is this : I believe 
that the history of the past, the ex- 
perience of the present, and the pro- 
babilities of the future warrant the 
expectation that the measure proposed 
by the Government will promote the 
tranquility of Ireland, the honour of 
England, and the consolidation of the 
Empire. And now, my Lonls, I come to 
a much plainer siibject, and one which 
has this great recommendation : that 
noble Lords opposite are quite as 
anxious to amend tlie Regi stmt ion Laws 
as noble Lords on this side of the 
House. I am told that there is a keen 
Honse of wrong entortainod by the work- 
ing man liocause he nuver knows how ho 
JM to be put on or takon off the register. 
Tlie truth is, tlu»re is a sort of struggle 
wiiioh gcKiH on htitwoon the registration 
HgtMitN iitul the Hevt^ral oifieors who arc 
litigiiginj hi rogistration. I tim not in the 
JiitiNt Niigg(«ritiiig that they are fraudulent 
or ciirt^it^HM ; hut the fact is that no one 
known how tlin register is made up. 
Many of our working population are very 
nomml in their huhits. They migrate 
from one eonMtitueney to another, and 
they got (lisf ranch ised by change of 
residence, though they have all along 
held the pro])er qualification. That is 
an obvious defect, and injustice which 
ought to be remedied. Then, owing to 
the curious mode in which the Registra- 
tion Acts are worked, the period of re- 
sidence re(|uires to he dealt with. 
Though the law requires a years re- 
sidence only, practically a man very often 
cannot get his vote under two years or 
18 months. Those, of course, are not 
great constitutional defects, but they are 
defects which our working men feel very 
keenly, and which I trust will be removed. 
Another matter in which I take the 
keenest possible interest is the question 
of Parish or Village Councils. I can only 
regret that Mr. Goschen's Bill of 1871 
was not carried. I l)elieve that the parish 
in which he lives is the one spot in the 
world about which the labourer cares. 
Everyone is now lamenting that the 
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labourer is leaving the country and goin^ 
into the towns. Why is that ? It is 
because he finds that in the towns he 
forms a part of society and obtains & 
social status. If he could find the status in 
the country, it would induce him to take 
an interest in the things going on around 
him and to remain upon the soil. I am 
convinced that one of the most potent 
reasons why the labourer leaves the 
country is that he has no social status 
there. It is said by some that the 
laboiu-er is a stupid man, and would not 
be able to carry on the business of the 
village. Gentlemen go down and talk 
to Hodge in a language he does not 
understand, and Hodge answers them in 
a language they do not understand, and 
then they declare he is stupid. Hodge 
is not always willing to open his mouth ; 
but if once his affections are attached, he 
will l>e found, as a general rule, a keen- 
witted man perfectly alive to what is 
going on in the world around him, and 
fully capable of conducting the affairs 
of his parish. I look with great joy 
upon the announcement of a proposed 
measure on this subject, and to the 
return of the days when village com- 
munities had power to make themselves 
by their own efforts comfortable and 
happy. Then there is the question of 
local option. The Liquor Law is the most 
defective law we have. It is a case of 
tot homines t/uot senfentiie ; but I think 
one principle is perfectly clear, and that 
is, that the man who is the most inti- 
mately concerned in the liquor traffic is 
the working man. It is the working 
man who desires to see the law regulated^ 
and it is only right that he should he 
allowed to have a voice in regulating the 
traffic. I l)eg to thank your Lordships 
for the patience with which you have 
heard me, and I will now second the 
Motion for the Address. 

•The Marquess of SALISBURY: 
My Lords, in yielding the customary 
tribute of admiration to the speeches of 
the Mover and Seconder of the Address, 
which in this instance I can do with the 
most perfect sincerity and justice, I cannot 
fail to take notice of the circumstance to 
which they have both alluded, that they 
are not of the standing of those whom 
we usually find performing this somewhat 
nervous duty. Though the pleasure 
which their eloquence gave us was coa- 
siderable, it was not novel, as we have 
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often had the opportunity of admiring it 
before. With respect to the noble Lord 
Tv^ho moved the Address, I think I may 
say -what I believe all your Lordships 
vrill agree with, that we have seldom 
heard a more temperate, moderate, 
forcible statement of opinion in this 
House. With respect to the noble 
Lord >¥ho spoke second I feel great deli- 
cacy in venturing to offer any observations. 
1 feel there is a certain presumption on 
my part in tendering to him any eulogy. 
I have been hitherto more accustomed to 
look upon him with veneration as the 
father of that copious, abundant, and yet 
abstruse vocabulary in which our Statutes 
are written. I therefore feel a delicacy 
in dealing with him upon a lower plat- 
form ; but yet he has a right to those 
good wishes which we always tender on 
these occasions, and I hope this will be 
the beginning of a brilliant oratorical 
career, and that we shall hear his voice 
in our Debates more often than we have 
done hitherto. My Lords, the noble 
Lords who moved and seconded the 
Address have not followed strictly the 
order of the Speech. I think perhaps it 
will be more convenient that I should do 
so, and therefore my first remarks must 
apply to the questions of foreign affairs 
with which the Speech commences. But 
in doing so I would say at once that in 
respect to both the matters mentioned it 
appears to me that the conduct of Her 
Majesty's Government has been founded 
upon sound principles and carried out 
with judgment and with skill. I am 
speaking, of course, only of what I know. 
No Papers have yet been laid before us, 
and everything must be said with re- 
serve. I only make this observation to 
show that in what I am going to say I 
do not wish in the slightest degree to 
question any of the acts of the Govern- 
ment in this respect. I desire to make 
one observation in regard to each of the 
important subjects to which this part of 
the Speech relates. My Lords, with 
respect to Uganda, I do not think it is 
sufficiently appreciated how closely our 
future efforts for the suppression of the 
Slave Trade are mixed up with our treat- 
ment of the territory of Uganda. We do 
not sufficiently recognise the change that 
has come over the condition of that great 
enterprise in which this nation has been 
so long engaged — namely, the extermi- 
nation of the terrible trade in men. The 



maritime blockade has been only par- 
tially successful, and its success does not 
seem to me to increase. And there is a 
good reason for this ; a reason which 
operates even now, which will operate 
more as time goes on, £ind which to some 
extent weakens the hands and frustrates 
the efforts of our gallant commanders on 
that coast. It is well-known that we 
have Treaties with all the nations o& the 
world except one, by which there is a 
mutual right of search — that is to say, 
w^e can go into their vessels and they can 
come into ours in order to see that this 
trade is not carried on in any vessel sail- 
ing under their flags or under ours. The 
French Government, for reasons which I 
do not wish to comment on or to examine 
into — I have no right to assume that 
attitude — I am merely dealing with a 
historical fact — have always refused to 
allow this examination, and therefore in 
the case of any vessel sailing under the 
French flag — if any Arab dhow, any 
native Arab vessel can float the French 
flag — no English officer can go into the 
hold of that ship to see whether any 
slaves are there or not. Of course, if 
French men-of-war be on the station, 
they will exercise that police search 
themselves, but it is not necessary 
to say that that is not at all so 
effective a security as if the power were 
given to other nations to do it. There 
is no doubt that French trade is increasing 
in those seas, and, as French trade in- 
creases, I fear that this abuse of the 
French flag, at all events, is a danger to 
which we must look. This consideration 
leads me, as I think it has led many 
people, to believe that the maritime re- 
pression of the Slave Trade will not in 
the end enable us to put a stop to the 
hateful traffic. If we wish to grapple 
with it we must take it bv the throat. 
We must go to it in the country Avhere it 
arises ; and if we are able, as I trust we 
shall be, to establish our beneficent sway 
and influence in these great districts 
which have come legally imder our rule, 
I believe that one of the first and greatest 
results will be the accomplishment of 
that grand task to which England, now 
for a century, has devoted all her energies. 
With reference to Egypt I will only say 
this : I quite concur in the observation 
that is made in the Speech that the mea- 
sures which have been taken do not indi- 
cate any modification of the assurances 
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giveu by the Governmeut. Uudoiibtedly 
these assurauces retain all their strength. 
But the situation is very different from 
what it was. The state of things to 
which these assurances apply has been 
materiallv altered, bv the events which 
have taken place. The assurance we 
have given is that we do not desire to 
remain in Egypt longer than is necessary 
in ^rder to secure it against certain 
dangers ; but what has happened shows 
us that those dangers are more numerous, 
more livelv, more difficult to deal with 
than some years back we had a right to 
believe. I think, therefore, that what 
has taken place, though it does not 
modify the assurances of Great Britain, 
has made the prospect of early evacua- 
tion much more difficult and hazardous. 
My Lords, the next subject to which the 
Speech refers is the question of agricul- 
tural distress. I confess I do not quite 
understand the proposal which is made, 
that this should be the subject of Parlia- 
mentary inquiry. There was a very ex- 
haustive inquiry conducted under the 
auspices of my noble Friend behind me not 
many years ago, and I much doubt whether 
any further inquiry will reveal any new 
facts for our guidance. But when it is said 
that it is hoped that among the causes of 
the present depression some may be 
temporary in their nature, I do not quite 
follow the idea which dictated that 
sentiment, at all events in connection 
with an examination into the best means 
of getting rid of it. I take it agri- 
cultural depression is due to two causes ; 
bad weather and low prices ; and the 
Governmeut cannot get rid of the one if 
they would, and wouhi not get rid of the 
other if thev could. I think thev are 
quite right not to attempt to interfere 
with prices, but it is quite tnie that that 
division disposes of what may be called 
the causes of agricultural distress. Yet 
I should be sorry to say a single word to 
discourage the Government in an attempt 
to palliate that distress by removing 
some of the evils under which agri- 
culture labours. I hope they will devote 
themselves to that task. I believe that 
in the burdens which arc now imposed 
upon land there are circumstances of 
extreme injustice ; and though I cannot 
believe that to that unjust taxation agri- 
cultural depression is due, there is no 
doubt it aggravates the condition l)Oth of 
the owner and of the occupier of laud, 
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and as a matter of justice those 
grievances ought to be removed. I am 
very glad, therefore, to hear that the 
matter is occupying the attention of the 
Government. Then we come to the 
question which is in all our thoughts — 
the question of Ireland. It is very 
difficult, until we have heard the explana- 
tion of the Government on the subject, 
to comment on the conduct which they 
have pursued, but it appears to me that 
during the last winter the fault of Mr. 
Morley, of the Irish Government, has 
been an attempt to cast too widely for 
the sources of political support. They 
have aimed at getting the support of a 
class of men whom hitherto no politicians 
have thought it necessary or possible to 
conciliate. We know that politicians 
will do a great deal in order to get 
support. We know that they will con- 
ciliate anti-vaccinationists or teetotalers, 
or any other extreme body of that kind ; 
but nobody has yet thought of politically 
capturing the class in Ireland who 
sympathise with crime. And that 
appears to me to be the keynote of Mr. 
Morley 's policy during the last five 
months. A circumstance stated in this 
Speech is an instance. He has paralyzed 
the Crimes Act by withdrawing the pro- 
clamation which put it in force. But 
the only part of the Crimes Act which 
was in force was that part which gave 
the power of secret inquiry into crime, 
which exists in Scotland, and the power 
of changing the veinie, and those are the 
things which noble Lords opposite have 
constantly declared to be very reasonable 
measure, — but for the purpose of obtain- 
ing the support of those men whose ex- 
cesses the Crimes Act was intended to 
control, they have repealed useful and 
necessary provisions which were required 
for the administration of the law. And 
now at this moment, though it is quite 
true that agrarian crime is not generally 
prevalent, where it is prevalent, as in 
Clare and Kerry, their hands are para- 
lyzed because they do not possess this 
power of which they deliljcrately divested 
themselves. Then we come to the 
Evicted Tenants Commission. The 
great object was to show the sympathy 
of the Government with persons who 
had combined together to defraud their 
creditors. The evicted tenants — the 
tenants on the Campaign estates — were 
simply people who could pay their debts, 



21 Majesty* 8 Most 



{31 January, 1893} Gracious Speech, 



22 



but who would uot, and who preferred 
to combine together to defraud those who 
had a right to the money which was due 
to them. The way in which those people 
were to be dealt with was a legitimate 
matter for consideration, but unless they 
wished to obtain the sympathy of the 
criminal classes, I can see no advantage 
whatever in proposing a Commission of 
which the main object was to force the 
landlords to forego the debts which those 
persons had conspired not to pay. Then 
we come to the murderers of Inspector 
Martin. Was it, except on the assump- 
tion that you desire the sympathy and 
support of that sort of people — was it a 
wise thing the moment the Liberal 
Government comes into power to an- 
nounce by political acts that the murder 
of a policeman employed by a Tory 
Government was not such a great crime 
after all, and that the prerogative of the 
Crown would l>e used to shield the men 
who had been guilty of this very modi- 
fied kind of oifence ? I will not go 
further into the question of the dyna- 
miters who have been released. I do 
not know precisely what the facts are 
with respect to their crimes, but the 
point on which I wish to insist is that 
all these separate acts must uot be taken 
or judged of by themselves. They are 
part of a policy, they interpret each 
other, they reflect light on each other, 
and taken together they indicate one 
settled aim and intention. The 
measures which a Government takes 
on coming into office, where they differ 
from the measures of the Government 
that precedes them, are an announcement 
of their policy. They are the stamp of 
the principles on which they desire to 
act and the measures which they desire 
to pursue ; and the result of this steady 
favouring of all who have broken the law 
is to impress on the minds of the people 
of Ireland that whatever other merits or 
demerits the Government of Mr. Morley 
may have, at all events it has much more 
sympathy with criminals than the Go- 
vernment which went before it. Now I 
come to certainly one of the oddest 
announcements of revolution I have ever 
seen in a public document — 

**A Bill will be submitted to you, on the 
earliest available occasion, to amend the pro- 
vision for the government of Ireland." 

In the first place, what does '^ the earliest 
available occasion *' mean ? It does not 



mean immediately or promptly. Does it 
mean the first occasion after everything 
else has been done — ^after all they have 
promised has been fulfilled and all other 
measures have been gone through ? But, 
then, what is the meaning of that very 
mild expression — " to amend the provision 
for the government of Ireland " ? That 
is a description which would adequately 
indicate a proposal for abolishing the 
Lord Lieutenancy. And I am rather led 
to believe that the forthcoming measure 
is something of that very mild character 
by the speech of the noble Lord who 
moved this Address. The noble Lord 
(Lord Brassey) who moved the Address, 
among other merits which ought to be 
noted in the eloquent speech which he 
made, spoke under the gravest personal 
difficulty. It is an advantage which a 
young man has in making the Motion for 
the Address that he has uot pledged 
himself beforehand, and is uot in danger 
of having former speeches brought up 
against him. But Lord Brassey had been 
led into eloquence on the Irish question 
no further back than last July, and he 
expressed himself with his usual calmness 
and moderation. Some great change 
must have come over the spirit of his 
dream, or else the Bill must be some- 
thing very different from what any of us 
expect. He dealt with the question of 
how far it was possible to make so large 
a change without adequate popular public 
support, and said — 

" It is a very difficult question. No great 
change can be attempted by the Liberal Party 
without a commanding majority on this side St. 
George's Channel.'* 

Your Lordships will observe that the two 
quantities are balanced ; " a great change" 
is to be supported by a " commanding ma- 
jority." If there is only a small majority, 
of course there is to be only a small change. 
But what is to happen if there is no 
majority at all ? — Because that is the 
circumstance with which we are con- 
fronted now. Then I presume the Bill 
must be reduced to something very like 
zero. No doubt we have not to com- 
plain of any similar contraction or re- 
striction in the views of the noble Lord 
who seconded the Address. He went in 
for pure federation. He quoted to us 
Austria, Canada, and the United States ; 
and if there were any persons who were 
so obstinate or so blind as not to see the 
force of his argument, he told them to 
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go and read the American Constitution. 
But is it the American Constitution 
which is to appear in this measure " to 
amend the provision for the government 
of Ireland " ? My Lords, I will not 
attempt to discuss that of whose nature 
I am ahsolutelj ignorant ; nor is it 
worth while to go through the argu- 
ments the two noble Lords adduced upon 
the subject of Home Rule. Both the 
noble Lords seemed to have forgotten 
the existence of the Ulster and Pro- 
testant minority. (No, no ! ) Yes, the 
noble Lord spoke of the minority, but he 
spoke of it as if it was like no other 
minority, as if there was no particular 
reason why it should differ from the 
majority. He seems never to have heard 
of the Meath elections, and to have no 
notion that the real question in issue in 
Ireland is whether you are to give the 
party ^ which dominated the Meath 
election the right to put its foot on the 
Protestant population of Ireland. That 
is the real Irish question with which we 
have to deal. The whole question really 
turns upon this ; it is not only coloured 
by, but it is absolutely conditioned by 
and entirely consists in the fact that Irish 
society is divided to its base ; and the 
differences between the two sections — 
differences of race, tradition, long history, 
and mutual ill-will — remove them from 
the category of those other populations 
where the majority and the minority 
alter in their constitution with each 
passing questi9n of the day. I do not 
think it is necessary for me to go into 
the very large number of measures which 
are mentioned at the end of the Queen^s 
Speech. Nobody believes that a half or 
a tenth of them will ever find their way to 
the Table of this House. They constitute 
the Newcastle Programme ; they are the 
whole Newcastle Programme. What is the 
Newcastle Programme ; what amount of 
time ought it to fill in the probable 
activity of Parliament ? I will again 
appeal to the high authority I have al- 
ready cited. The noble Lord who moved 
the Address said of the Newcastle pro- 
gramme — " That programme gives a 
sketch of work which will occupy at 
least a generation.** Well, of course, if the 
question were one, I will not say between 
Philip drunk and Philip sober, but be- 
tween the noble Lord speaking in uniform 
in the somewhat perverted atmosphere 
of the House of Lords and the noble 
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Lord speaking on the breezy beach of 
Hastings, I prefer him in the more 
healthy circimistances in which he stood 
last summer, and I believe we can better 
trust his judgment then than now. If these 
measures are to occupy a generation, I do 
not feel much interest in discussiug 
matters which some of the younger 
Members of the House when they are 
grey-headed old men will probably be 
fighting over. Therefore I will not 
follow the observations of the noble Lord 
opposite with respect to the charms of 
parish councils and local option. My 
impression is that if you adopt botli 
those measures, the results will be very 
different from what the devisers of them 
expect. If you adopt parish councils, 
the result will be nobody will attend 
them ; if * you adopt local option, the 
result will be the brewers will have it all 
their own way. But it is not worth 
while dwelling upon these subjects more 
fully. I was disappointed that, in 
speaking of registration, the noble Lord 
seemed entirely to fail to see what in 
our present state of society the real 
object of the registration law is. Some 
residence — I do not say how much — but 
some considerable residence is absolutely 
necessary in order to prevent that which 
is a rapidly-growing evil in our consti- 
tuencies, the evil of personation. It i» 
only when people are known to their 
neighbours that it is possible to guard 
against the dangers of personation. I 
believe it is well known that in those 
constituencies which enjoy a large Irish 
element every Irishman on the register 
is always polled out, no matter how many 
may have died or gone away. I thiuk 
that Ireland already enjoys an excessive 
weight in our Parliamentary system ; 
and I should bo very sorry to give that 
atlditional weight which would be fur- 
nished by an ineffective registratiou 
system. There are two matters meu- 
tioned by the noble Lord the mover of 
the Address that are not mentioned iu 
the Queen's Speech, on which I should 
like to say a word. The noble Lord 
dwelt upon agricultural depression, 
and insisted upon the application 
of capital to the laud in a variety of 
ways which he indicated. I believe he 
is right, and that if it were possible to 
insure a large application of capital to 
the land very many of the effects of 
agricultural depression might be averted. 
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But in respect to that and all other de- 
pression I only entreat your Lordships to 
beware of remedies which affect to deal 
with depression, but only do so by 
shaking the belief of men in the sanctity 
of contracts and the security of property. 
What we really suffer under is want of 
confidence. I do not say that most of it 
conies from political causes ; it comes 
from causes of great variety ; but one of 
the elements, and one which I fear wiU 
last the longest, is the apprehensions 
which are being caused in the minds of 
the owners of capital and the owners of 
property, partly by legislation which has 
« been already adopted, and very much 
more from doctrines which are freely 
published by the partisans of those who 
have nile in this country at this time. 
There is no country in the world where 
property is now so insecure against 
legislative attack as it is in England ; 
and depend upon it you will feel the evil 
results of such a state of things in a 
gradual diminution of confidence and in a 
gradual withdrawal of capital producing 
an aggravation of the depression under 
which we labour. I am sorry the Go- 
vernment did not notice in the Queen^s 
Speech a step for which I gave them 
great credit, and that is the appointment 
of a Commission to inquire into the work- 
ing of the Poor Law. They were quite 
justified in taking that step. The Poor 
Law has now been in operation some 60 
years. When it was passed it was by 
no means welcomed by the Conservative 
opinion of that day. It was strongly op- 
posed by many Conservatives, partly on 
account of the great severity of its pro- 
visions and still more on account of 
the severity which was to be expected 
from those philosophers in whose hands 
the administration of the law was placed. 
Well, the Poor Law was a great success ; 
there is no doubt about it. It remedied 
tremendous evils which were bringing 
the prosperity of the country to the 
ground. But it is a very fair question 
for doubt whether there was not some- 
thing in the protests that were made 
in this House and elsewhere at the 
time that the severity was carried to 
an excessive point. The Government 
have wisely limited their investigation 
in the first instance to the question of 
dealing with old and infirm people in 
workhouses. I believe that is the first 
question that ought to be examined. 



I am not sure that it is the whole. I 
think there are other parts of the Poor 
Law which are more severe than it is 
necessary they should be, and that they 
may with advantage be modified. It 
would be a tremendous evil if by main- 
taining provisions of undue severity we 
were to disgust oiu* people with a system 
which undoubtedly has contributed to 
the security and prosperity we have 
hitherto enjoyed. There can be no 
doubt that some of the dangers which 
in 1834 were menacing and real have 
ceased to have the same character at 
present. In 1834 you had the terrible 
fact to deal with that the masses of the 
population felt it no disgrace to receive 
the aid of the Poor Law ; rather they 
thought it the natural end and condition 
of their being. An enormous change 
has taken place in the opinions of the 
working classes on that point. Their 
sense of self-respect and their dislike to 
receiving parochial relief have greatly 
increased, and thus the dangers of an 
abusive use of Poor Law relief have in 
that proportion diminished. We had to 
escape from enormous evils in 1834. I 
hope we shall run no risk of incurring 
those evils again ; and after due con- 
sideration of the need for this dominant 
caution there is much in the present 
Poor Law the alteration of which may 
well be the subject of investigation. I 
do not enter upon further questions that 
are mentioned in the Queen-s Speech. 
I do not know how many of these Bills 
we shall have to deal with. My im- 
pression is that many of them have been 
put upon the paper with a very moderate 
amount of belief on the part of the 
Government that they will come to any 
practical end at all. Therefore I prefer 
to wait until they have been introduced 
and come practically before us, before 
offering any remarks upon them. 

•The lord PRESIDENT op the 
COUNCIL AND SECRETARY op 
STATE FOB INDIA (The Earl of 
Kimbekley) : My Lords, before I address 
a few observations upon what has fallen 
from the noble Marquess, I wish to 
tender to my noble Friends behind me 
my thanks for the very able manner in 
which they have executed the task they 
have undertaken. I really can add 
nothing to what has been said on that 
subject by the noble Marquess opposite, 
but I think the circumstances are such 
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that wc must feel a great amount of 
gratitude to my noble Friends for having 
undertaken to perform that duty. My 
Lords, I have nothing to complain of in 
the tone of the speech of the noble 
Marquess. He has agreed upon some of 
the topics, and on others he has ex- 
pressed in temperate terms the disagree- 
ment which we know he feels from our 
policy. The first point to which the 
noble Marquess referred, and upon which 
he expressed his entire approval, is the 
course taken bv Her Malestv's Govern- 
ment in foreign affairs. It is a source, I 
am sure, of great satisfaction to Her 
Maiestv's Government and to mv noble 
Friend (the Earl of Rosebery) behind 
me to know that in his fuiministra- 
tion of the Foreign Office diu'ing 
the time he has held the Seals, that 
in the conduct of that difficult and 
delicate business he has shown an ability 
which demands and has received the 
respect and confidence of the country. 
It is no small advantage, not merely to 
the Government but to the nation at 
large, when Ministers are able to con- 
tinue the foreign policy of their prede- 
cessors, and that questions of foreign 
affairs should not be used for Party pur- 
poses. There may be occasions when 
differences may be acute, but it is a great 
nuitter of congratulation when we find 
ourselves upon the same ground. I have 
only to remark upon two of the topics 
referred to in his speech that I agree 
with the noble Marquess opposite that 
the suppression of the Slave Trade by 
measures taken in East Africa is cer- 
tainly one of the objects which should be 
most dear to the English people. Our 
long course of exertion in the cause of 
humanity must convince everyone that 
this nation feels keenly upon that sub- 
ject, and I therefore wish to re-echo the 
opinions which have been expressed 
by the noble Marquess. With re- 
gard to another and very impor- 
tant matter — the paragraph in the 
Speech from the Throne referring to 
Egypt. I think it will be agreed on all 
sides that any Government which holds 
office in this country should have no 
hesitation whatever in maintaining our 
power and the position we have taken 
up in that country for insuring the 
safety of our troops and securing peace 
and order in Egypt. That is a practical 
and paramount duty which no Govern- 
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ment could for one moment neglect to 
perform. The noble Marquess has com- 
mented, and I was not sorry to hear his 
remark, upon that portion of the Speech 
which speaks of the augmentation in the 
number of British troops stationed in 
Egypt, and states that — 

" This measure does not indicate any change 
of policy or any modification of the assurances 
which my Government have given from time to 
time respecting the occupation of that 
country." 

He remarked with, as I thought, great 
force, that whilst the assurances remain 
the same no change of policy can be in- 
dicated by what has been done. So far 
I re-echo what the noble Marquess 
stated, and I cannot but hope that the 
Khedive of Egypt, who is young and in- 
experienced in government, and who may 
on that occasion have been moved by un- 
wise advisers, will take to heart what 
has happened and will see that such 
aspirations as he is supposed to entertain 
will not be furthered by any course which 
may cause disorder in Egypt, or cause in 
the minds of the European Powers a 
doubt whether the Egyptian Govern- 
ment has made much progress towards 
maintaining itself alone. We have in no 
respect changed the position by sending a 
reinforcement of troops, and we feel that 
we shall have the universal support of 
the country as long as the occupation 
continues in doing all that is necessary 
for maintaining our authority, with due 
regard to the interests of this country 
and of Egypt. My Lords, the other 
point referred to by the noble Marquess 
is one of great interest to us all, and is a 
matter of universal regret — I mean the 
depression under which our agricultural 
classes suffer. The noble Marquess has 
approved of our announcement, that there 
should be an inquiry upon this subject, 
although he said he did not anticipate 
any large results from it. 

The Marquess of SALISBURY : I 
hardly went so far as that — as to approve 
of it. I cannot approve of an inquiry 
until I know what it is to be. What I 
said I approved of was that Her Majesty's 
Government should have the matter 
under its consideration. 

The Earl of KIMBERLEY : The 
noble Marquess approved of our drawing 
attention in the Speech from the Throne 
to the state of agricultural affairs. More 
than that I do not wish to impute. It 
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is not in a matter of this kind necessary 
to consider only whether yon have im- 
mediate measures to propose ; but when 
so great an interest as that of agriculture 
is suffering severiy, I think it is right and 
due to that interest, even if you have no 
specific measure to propose at once, that 
it should have mention on an occasion 
like the present in order that the country 
may know that the Government is sen- 
sible of the state of affairs, and is anxious 
to pass the necessary measures, if there 
be such possible, for dealing with the de- 
pression. The noble Marquess alluded 
to temporary causes and to the 
weather ; and, with regard to that, I 
sincerely trust that the very bad weather 
from which agriculturists suffer is tem- 
porary. There may be other causes 
which are temporary also, but un- 
doubtedly some of the causes wear the 
appearance of permanence. But, though 
we are suffering from some causes which 
it is impossible to hope may be quickly 
removed, there is no reason why we 
should not take some notice of the matter. 
The late Government proposed a measure 
for increasing small tenancies with 
that view. I will say at once that 
I have no belief in heroic measures 
for the relief of agriculture. Mea- 
sures for enhancing the price of food 
in this country, I believe with the noble 
Marquess, do not come within the bounds 
of practical politics. For my own part, 
I sympathise deeply with the distresses 
which have befallen our agricultural 
friends ; and, if any inquiry takes place, 
I shall welcome with the greatest satis- 
faction the suggestion of any method by 
which they may be pal hated or removed. 
I now come to matters of a more contro- 
versial kind, and upon which the noble 
Marquess did not, as might have been ex- 
pected, express agreement with Her Ma- 
jesty's Government. The first point to 
which the noble Marquess referred was 
with regard to the measures taken by the 
Government in Ireland during the last 
^ve months. He enumerated the promi- 
nent measures which have been taken by 
my right hon. Friend, Mr. Morley, and 
he came to the conclusion that we were 
endeavouring to obtain the support of the 
criminal population. I think that was 
the phrase. Now, my Lords, I wish to 
put the matter from a very different 
point of view. We are accused by the 
noble Marquess of having lightly put 



aside what remains of the Crimes Act* 
He referred to the Proclamations, and 
said that we had without sufficient cause 
released the Gweedore murderers ; that 
we had issued a Commission with regard 
to the evicted tenants, of which he does 
not approve ; and there was a fourth 
matter, which I do not remember at the 
moment. I think noble Lords on the 
other side cannot be ignorant of the fact 
that we have consistently opposed the 
policy of coercion pursued by the late 
Government ; and is it surprising, there- 
fore, that having throughout the country 
stated that we disapprove that policy, 
the policy pursued by a former Parliament 
under the auspices of the late Government, 
we should take the earliest opportunity of 
showing that we are preparing to carry 
into effect the policy which we believe to 
be the best, and that our disapproval is 
not confined to mere speech ? That is the 
keynote of my right hon. Friend's (Mr. 
Morley's) policy. It is not the need of 
support from, or sympathy with, the cri- 
minal population. It is a policy which 
does not sympathise with, but condemns, 
and wishes to reverse, the coercion policy 
of the late Government. But I am not 
prepared to say that we are not bound 
to justify every particular measure which 
we may take. The noble Marquess did 
not go into particular cases, and, therefore, 
I will not attempt to justify them now. 
Whenever our acts are condemned and 
attacked, we shall be perfectly prepared 
to meet the attack upon us, and to state 
the reasons why we believe we are 
thoroughly justified in the course we have 
pursued. My Lords, the next point is 
the cardinal point upon which I say at 
once the policy of the Government hinges, 
and upon which our fate no doubt will 
depend. I mean the measure which, as 
you all know, is the measure which will 
in a certain form give Home Rule to 
Ireland. The noble Marquess was dis- 
satisfied with the description given of it 
in the Speech from the Throne. But it 
has, at all events, this merit : that it 
follows the description of the Bill 
brought in in 1886, and, so far it 
may be taken to indicate, the con- 
tinuity of our policy. With regard to 
the measure itself, the noble Marquess 
does not anticipate, no doubt, that I 
should describe it. But it is the intention 
of Her Majesty's Government to bring it 
in at the earliest opportunity — and by 
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that I mean the first opportunity that 
may be available for the Government in 
the House of Commons. I think when 
it is brought in the noble Marquess will 
find that it is by no means of a milk-and- 
water description. The other matters of 
the Speech are not of a very controver- 
sial kind. I will not follow the noble 
Marquess into the dry question of regis- 
tration ; all I will say is, that I believe 
in both Houses, on both sides, there is a 
general desire that our system of regis- 
tration should be simplified and improved. 
All who know anything of its working 
must feel that it is extremely defective ; 
and I fully believe that when the measure 
is produced, though there may be differ- 
ences of opinion upon particular clauses, 
both Parties "will co-operate to place our 
legislation in regard to that system upon 
a more sound and satisfactory footing. 
Reverting to Hoxne Rule, I am reminded 
of an observation which was made by the 
noble Lord behind me (Lord Thring) — 
and which before I leave the subject of 
Ireland I ought to notice. The noble 
Marquess hardly appreciated the argu- 
ment of my noble Friend. He referred 
to the American publications on the 
subject of Federation, and brought 
forward Canada and Austro-Hungary 
as examples which might be taken 
as precedents in the Irish case. I 
think the noble Marquess hardly gave 
fair weight to what my noble Friend 
added : that he did not pretend that there 
was any precise analogy between the 
two cases, and that he only quoted 
them to show that in cases where local 
self-government had been grauted it had 
led to popular content. Further than 
that he did not desire the argument to be 
pushed. I think it right, in fairness to 
my nol)le Friend, to refer to that matter. 
Then the noble Marquess made another 
observation. He said — 

" When you talk of the minority you Bpeak of 
the majority not oppressing the minority, but 
you forget it is a question between the priests 
in Ireland and the Protestant population/* 

Now, I maintain that if this country is 
going to govern Ireland upon the 
principle that it is our duty to maintain 
the Protestant population against sup- 
posed aggression on the part of the 
priests and the Roman Catholic popula- 
tion, then we should be going back upon 
the principles which dictated the Act of 
1829, and :we should be introducing into 
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our policy towards Ireland the most fatal 
of all principles — ^namely, that we are to 
base our policy upon the perpetuation 
and strengthening of the bitterest re- 
ligious dissensions. It is because we 
believe that by the policy we advocate 
we can pave the way towards healing all 
those dissensions, and it is because 
we believe that until that bitter antago- 
nism ceases to exist between the different 
sections of the population Ireland will 
never be content, that we propose 
that the Local Government of the 
country should be placed in the 
hands of the Iiish themselves. I had 
some experience in the government of 
Ireland some time ago, and I do not 
believe that the Roman Catholic popula- 
tion will oppress the Protestant popula- 
tion. Even if it has the desire to do so, 
the Protestant minority is, I think, well 
able to take care of itself ; and although 
I quite admit that the priestly influence 
is too great at elections, I believe there 
is no reason for saying that there will be 
any general oppression of the Protestant 
population by the Roman Catholic 
majority. That feeling has grown up 
year after year out of political conditions 
and from political reasons ; but after the 
political reasons have disappeared, that 
bitterness will disappear with them. 
Now, my Lords, I turn to much less ex- 
citing topics, and I wish to notice some 
remarks which the noble Marquess made 
about the number of Bills. He will for- 
give me for saying, in the time of the 
late Government, it not unfrequently 
happened there was a largo pro- 
gramme of Bills which did not always 
pass into law. I can quote an occasion 
when there were some six of these pro- 
mised in the Speech, which did not even 
see the light. That was in 1887 ; and 
there were some four others which did 
not pass into law. Therefore, the. ex- 
ample of promising measures and not 
passing them has not been set by Her 
Majcsty^s Government. But I indulge 
in the sanguine anticipation that, with 
the assistance of the noble Marquess 
opposite, we may reap a goodly crop 
from the measures we now propose. 
One of them, I think, the noble Marquess 
treated rather too cavalierly. I mean 
that relating to Parish Councils. I do 
not look upon them as a very extra- 
ordinary expedient, but as a simple matter 
of local government. It seems to me that 
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will not be complete uutil you have a 
scheme for District Councils, and also a 
system of Parish Councils. There is 
nothing so rery new in the matter ; for 
the old system of parish goverDment by 
the Parish Vestry was, in fact, a system of 
Parish Councils ; and I believe the time 
has come when it will be of advantage to 
strengthen our system — when that old 
system should be revivified, and that 
there should be a real and active scheme 
of parish government which may give a 
certain amount of contentment to the 
labourers in the parish. As my noble 
Friend behind me has said, it would be in 
consonance with the principles of our 
Government, and would tend to give the 
villagers an interest in their affairs — 
affairs which they are able to conduct 
without any injury whatever to any- 
body, and with advantage to themselves. 
Then the last topic which was alluded to 
by the noble Marquess, in, I think, 
unduly solemn tones, was the agricultural 
depression. He warned us that one great 
cause of the agricultural depression, and 
of the depression generally throughout 
the country, was a feeling of insecurity. 
My Lords, I do not deny that some 
people do entertain a feeling of that 
kind. But I confess I have more confi- 
dence in my fellow-countrymen than the 
noble Marquess appears to have. It has 
always been the case in this country that 
all kinds of changes have been advocated 
— some of them of an extreme kind. 
But we have not therefore been alarmed, 
or imagined that every extreme proposal 
put forward on the platform in loud 
tones would necessarily pass into law. 
It is the nature of our people ; and it is 
only natural that after having given a 
large extension of the franchise, enabling 
them to exercise a direct influence on 
the Government of the country, that a 
greater number of questions should l)e 
put forward and discussed than formerly. 
I myself believe that schemes will 
be adopted by the country where 
sound, and rejected where unsound ; 
and that the result will be that 
property will be even more secure 
than before, because I conceive that the 
security of property depends upon a 
feeling of general contentment among 
the people. The noble Marquess made 
one further observation which I was 
extremely glad to hear. He concurred 
with us with regard & the Poor Law ; 
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and I do not think there was anything 
that he said in which I do not agree. I 
believe that the general principles of the 
Poor Law are sound, and that the 
measure when introduced conferred 
great benefits upon the country. I agree 
with the noble Marquess that it would 
be a great misfortune if, by pushing 
sound logical principles too far, you 
were to cause general discontent in the 
administration of the Poor Law, which 
would prevent you maintaining its main 
principles intact. But I think it is- 
extremely desirable that we should have- 
a thorough examination of the present. 
Poor Law system, with a view of seeing 
whether there cannot be some ameliora- 
tion made in the lot of those who are 
obliged to have recourse to State assist- 
ance without weakening the sound 
principles on which the Poor Law rests.. 
I think the noble Marquess will agree 
with me, that in any inquiry of 
this kind, which is one of the most 
important nature, and of great difficulty, 
it is not desirable to make it too ex- 
tensive. In the firsit instance, the. 
Government limit the inquiry to old age. 
But I agree with the noble Marquess, 
that there are other points which will 
have to be considered ; and that it 
may be found necessary to extend 
the inquiry to further subjects. I 
do not know that there is any other 
point touched upon by the noble Marquess 
which needs observation ; and I can only 
say if there is any point upon which I 
have not touched, my colleagues will be 
able to answer it. 

The Dlke of DEVONSHIRE : I 
have listened with some curiosity, and I 
am bound to say with some disappointment^ 
to the answer which has just been given by 
the noble Earl the Leader of the Govern- 
ment as to the multiplicity of measures 
which have been referred to in Her 
Majesty's Speech. I understood the 
noble Lord's answer to be that on former 
occasions a considerable number of Bills 
had been promised which had never been 
passed, and many of which had not even 
been introduced. I am perfectly aware 
that all Governments are in this matter 
inclined to take a rather sanguine view, 
and to exaggerate their powers of legis- 
lation in any particular Session; but I do 
not think that it has ever been the prac- 
tice of any Government to introduce in 
Her Majesty's Speech a list of measures 
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which thej must know, judging hj past 
experience and by the character of those 
measures themselves, it is absolutely 
impossible under the most favourable 
circumstances which can be conceived 
that they should be submitted for the 
consideration of Parliament. I was 
astonished to hear the noble Earl express 
a confident hope that any considerable 
number of those measures could by any 
possibility be passed into law during the 
present year. A great many of them 
relate to subjects of a highly contro- 
versial character, and though it is pos- 
sible that one or more of them may make 
their appearance again in this House, I 
think we may say with absolute certainty 
"that if they do make their way up to this 
House they will not be in the company of 
the Irish Home Rule Bill. They relate 
to subjects of the most controversial 
•character, and every hour which is de- 
voted to the debates to which they will 
inevitably give rise in any place will be 
subtracted from the not excessive amount 
of time which can under any circum- 
stances exist for the discussion of a Bill 
so complicated as the Irish Home Rule 
Bill must be. I admit I have not looked 
upon this list as a practical programme 
of legislation at all. I have regarded 
it rather in the light of perhaps a neces- 
sary and certainly a frank recognition of 
the tenure under which the present 
Government holds office. This list, in- 
cluding every part of the Newcastle pro- 
gramme, is a sort of homage to the various 
sections by the combination of which the 
present Government have been placed in 
power. What remains to be seen is 
whether this act of homage and tender of 
allegiance will be accepted by the Mem- 
bers who represent ' those sections in 
another place in full satisfaction of their 
claims ; and what remains still further 
to be seen is whether the electors who 
have returned those representatives to 
Parliament on the face of promises that 
the Liberal Party would devote its most 
strenuous efforts to carry into law the 
particular project in which they are in- 
terested — whether they will find their 
claims altogether satisfied by the inclu- 
sion of a similar measure in the list which 
it certainly will take several Sessions, 
and probably will take several Parlia- 
ments, to consider and discuss. Well, my 
Lords, under those circumstances I think it 
is not necessary to spend any time in the 
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consideration of the other paragraphs of 
the Speech which contain an enumeration 
of the various other measures which are 
proposed to be introduced. I will, with 
your Lordships* permission, devote a 
little more time to that paragraph in the 
Speech which refers to the legislation on 
the Government of Ireland. I am bound 
to say that the tone of the Speech upon 
that subject is such as almost to disarm 
criticism from its modesty and from the 
extreme moderation of its language. 
'^ This is not a great measure," it seems 
to say ; ^^ it is only a measure to amend 
the provisions" — whatever that may 
mean — " for the Government of Ireland." 
No one can complain of the recital of the 
desires which have inspired Her Majesty's 
Government in its preparation ; but I 
venture to think that great constitutional 
changes such as we have been led to ex<- 
pect have not been very much influenced 
by the desires however humble of what- 
ever body of men, however respectable. 
Those desires are not the elements with 
which we have to deal in the consideration 
of the question of Irish Government. 
The elements with which we have to deal 
are, on the one hand, no doubt discon^ 
tent, which has extended over a long* 
period, and which is not due altogether 
to disorder, and on the other the presence 
in the other House of Parliament of a 
large body of irreconcilable Members who 
have made both administration and legis- 
lation nearly, if not altogether, impossible. 
We have also to deal with an agrarian 
agitation which has from time to time 
broken out into outbursts of crime, and 
we have to deal with a jwwerful priest- 
hood, who desire to make themselves 
dominant in the government of the 
country. We have further to deal with 
a sympathy which no doubt is felt for a 
national movement by large masses of 
Irish people in many parts of the world. 
On the other hand, we have to deal with 
the feelings and passions of a not incon- 
siderable minoritv in Ireland, who are 
bitterly opposed to any considerable dis- 
turbance of the relations at present exist- 
ing between Ireland and this country 
and between Ireland and this Parliament. 
We have to deal with a deep-rooted 
distrust on the part of the majority of the 
people of this country as to the justice or 
expediency of intnisting the Jives and 
fortunes of the minority in Ireland to the 
control of an Irish Parliament, and we 
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have a not less deep-rooted distrust on 
the part of the same majority in this 
country to any disturbauce of the 
sovereign power of Parliament, or of the 
Parliamentary Constitution under which 
we live. These are some of the elements 
with which we shall have to deal when 
we come to consider this question. I 
enumerate the desires which have 
prompted Her Majesty's Government in 
the preparation of this measure which 
take no account of any of those funda- 
mental problems which ought never to 
be ignored in the discussion of the ques- 
tion which we are invited to discuss. 
But, my Lords, we are told so much that 
we are naturally inspired with a desire 
to know more. We are informed that 
this measure 

** has been prepared with the desire to ai¥onl 
contentment to the Irinh people, im]X)rtant 
relief to Parliament, and additional secui-ities 
for the strength and union of the Empire." 

That is a statement which can hardlv be 
held to apply to the people of Ulster. 
While we are told so much it should 
have been possible to give us some in- 
dication of how this measure will afford 
contentment and protection to the people 
of that and tiie other parts of Ireland. 
There are other points also upon which 
we should have desired information to be 
given. No doubt we sluill be told that 
on such an occasion as this we should 
disreganl details, but there is one point 
which I think in every previous declara- 
tion on the subject has occupied a con- 
spicuous place, but which is now con- 
spicuous by its absence. We are told 
that the measure has been prepared " to 
afford general relief to Parliament." We 
have in every former official declaration 
on this subject been assured that it has 
been prepared and inspired with a desire 
of maintaining intact and unimpaired the 
supremacy of the Imperial Parliament. 
I cannot revert at the present moment to 
what has occiu'red in the past, but I have 
a strong recollection that in one of the 
earlier speeches of the Prime Minister, 
in opposition to a Motion brought for- 
ward bv Mr. Butt, he laid it down that 
before Parliament ought even to be invited 
to consider this question, it ought to be 
made clear in what way the supremacy 
of the Imperial Parliament was to be 
maintained. It seems to me that this is 
not a detail of a legislative measure for 
which we have no right to ask, it is a 



declaration of policy as to which we have 
a right to expect information. Let me 
suggest to your Lordships a not dis-* 
similar case. If this were the case of a 
colony demanding separation from Great 
Britain — absolute independence — and 
supposing there was at the same time a 
strong party at home which denied the 
existence in the colony of any genuine 
demand for separation, which contended 
that every difficulty might be met by 
some readjustment of the constitutional 
relation. Supposing that the Members 
of the Government had never had an 
opportunity of making any official or 
responsible declaration upon the subject, 
but were strongly suspected from some 
of their previous declarations and actions 
of leaning to a policy of complete separa- 
tion. Supposing them on the occasion 
of the meeting of Parliament to announce 
their intention of dealing with the ques- 
tion, would any Member of your Loixl- 
ships' House say that the Government 
would be discharging its duty to the 
House by withholding from it that in- 
formation which the House is entitled to 
demand ? In such a case I say that 
every Member of this House and the 
other House of Parliament would have 
the right to demand at the earliest 
moment a statement of policy from the 
Government on such a cardinal and vital 
question. I ask, is that not the case 
with Ireland ? We demand to know, 
not the details of the measure, but one 
of the main principles on which it is 
founded — whether the Government in- 
tend to establish in Ireland a body 
which shall be absolutely independent 
of, and not subject to, the control 
of the Parliament sitting here, or 
whether they intend, as on a previous 
occasion they said they did, to maintain 
intact and unimpaired the power of the 
Imperial Parliament over every person, 
matter, or thing throughout the whole 
breadth of the United Kingdom. This 
is a matter of great importance, which 
we may not have an early opportunity 
of discussing. I will read to your Lord- 
shii)s one or two passages which were 
read in the other House last August in 
the presence of the Members by whom 
they had been spoken, who did not then 
take any notice of them. Mr. Chamber- 
lain referred to the authority of one of 
the legal a<lvisers of the Government. 
The present Attorney General, speaking 
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only in the preyious month of Jnlj, had 
said — 

- ** What would be the checks upon this Parlia- 
ment l First, the yeto of the Crown in cases ! 
of importance or grave impolicy ; secondly, 
the fact that as the Imperial Parliament ha<l 
made this other, so it could nnmake or modify 
it ; and, thirdly, the inherent right of the 
Imperial Parliament to legislate directly for ; 
any portion of the Qaeen*s Empire. It was 
not contemplated that any of those checks 
should be xiaeA except in case of dire necessity, 
and he wished tb point out the enormous force 
which would still remain in the Imperial 
Parliament." 

I will next refer to a declaration of a 
right hon. Gentleman, a Member of the 
Government, who at a previous period 
was not satisfied with the provisions 
made for the maintenance of the 
supremacy of the Imperial Parliament, 
and left the Government of that day for 
that reason. He is a Member of the 
Government now, and apparently, there- 
fore, satisfied on the point. liis defini- 
tion of Imperial supremacy was — 

"If the Imperial Parliament does not con- 
tinue Im|>erial I shall never care to sit in it 
again. Hy Imiierial Parliament I mean, and 
we all mean, a Parliament which represents in 
cc^ual pro]M>rti(Mis all parts of the United 
Kingdom. We mean a Parliament that is not 
only nominal or theoretical, but alHO real, 
practical, and genuine, controlling every other 
body and authority whatsoever — a Parliament 
to which every citizen may hwk for the safety 
of his life and for the maintenance of his 
liersrnial rights." 

Another Member of the Government 
(Mr. Morley) luw referred to tliis Hiibjoct 
in Ittiif^uuge equally strong, and directly 
pointing to the poHHlbility in certain 
eiiHes of net mil iiiterfereiico by the 
Imperial Purliaincnt with tlie subordinate 
Parliunu'iit to be establishe<l in Dublin. 
In rejdying to me, he says — 

*• Hut d»K'M lionl Hartlngton monn— I ho|H' 
thin may U' the caw'— that, if the Parliament at 
Dublin paHKcd unjimt. tyrannical, vindictive, 
opprt'HMtve tneaMureM againHt any m^iMioti of the 
Irinh iHipulatifin, the Parllnnient of WestudnHter 
sliall Im> free promptly, by m)n)e nieanH or other, 
direct or inilire<'t, to overrule atnl i*o forbid such 
n law / If thiM In what l/inl Ilartinj^ton mcunit, 
there ix no difference of opinion antl no differ- 
ejiee of aim. i hope we mI tall not interfere to 
prevent mere unwiMiom and men* miHtakcH, for 
the mirM'hief haM come lN'<*aiiNe Ireland has not 
hnil the r(*HtH>nNibility of her own fietN. We 
should not interfere to prevent meivunwiwlom ; 
but we shoulil interfere, I mip|MMf and I hojie, 
t4j prevent iiijuNtice and wnuiK." 

The last extract witli which I will 
trouhle your Lonlshlps Is in the words of 
the present Priun^ Ministt^r himself — 
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** Will not the Crown, in a system of Home 
Government in Ireland, be the Lord Lieutenant I 
Will not tho appointment of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, who most be the head of the Irish 
executive, efi^Kjtuaily affnvl to the Britisii 
Crown, and through the British Crown to the 
British Ministry, and through the British 
Ministry to the British Parliament, the power 
of interfering, of which I can only say that J 
am certain of its sufficiency for any purpose 
whatever / " 

The Prime Minister has also contem- 
plated the necessity of interference under 
certain circumstances. Now, my Lords, 
let us 8ee, that being the view up to 
a recent date of Her Majesty^s Ministers, 
what, I would ask, is the view of the 
Nationalist Party upon this subject ? In 
the same Debate to which I have re- 
ferred, which took place last August, 
Mr. Kedmond quoted the declaration 
made by Mr. Parnell in January, 1891 — 

" There can be no mistake about it, we want a 
Parliament with full jKJwer to manage the 
affairs of Ireland, and with no Enghsh veto, 
whether on the appointment of your Leader or 
the laws you shall make. A veto of that kind 
would break down and tlestroy your Parliament 
before it had been two years in existence. 
There must be no veto other than the Constitu- 
tional veto of the Crown, as it is exercised by 
the Crown on the Imi)erial Parliament." 

That, Mr. Redmond- said, is a definition 
which holds good to this day. He 
said — 

" I w»8ert that no Nationalist in Ireland, or in 
this House, or elsewhere, wi U venture to say 
that the Irish National claims will be satisfierl 
by a scheme one whit less extreme than that 
which is shadowed forth in the quotation I 
have read." 

He went on to explain in more detail 
what it was, and how this could be 
earried out. He said — 

** It comes to this — What we ask is that in this 
Home Rule Bill there shall be a clause sfKicially 
undertaking that, while the Irish Parliament 
continues in existence, the power to legislate 
nhould never be uswl ; in point of fact, we 
should require a formal compact with them to 
the eflFect that, while that Legislature lastetl, it 
should have a free and unfettered control of 
Irish affairs." 

Now, these declarations are irreconcil- 
able, and I assert that in the circum- 
stances we have a right to know now 
w hat the intentions of the Government are. 
We do not ask to be told the details of 
the measure, hut we claim tliat we have 
a right to know whether the Government 
adhere to the pledges which they have 
given as to the supremacy of the Impe- 
rial Parliament. I think we can seo 
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already some inclination and tendency to 
reduce and whittle away the effect of 
such declarations as those to which I 
have referred. Mr. Asquith, the present 
Home Secretary, in a letter which he 
wrote some time ago, declared himself in 
favour of — 

" The maintenance, intact and unimpaired, 
of the imquestioned and unquestionable sove- 
reignty of the Imperial Parliament over all 
persons and in all matters local and Imperial.*^ 

That was the declaration made by Mr. 
Asquith as a mere supporter of Mr. 
Gladstone. But as Home Secretary, Mr. 
Asquith, speaking at Liverpool on 
January 20, this year, used language 
which shows, I think, some falling away 
from the width and breadth of the decla- 
ration in his letter. He said — 

" In the next place, the ultimate supremacy of 
the Imperial Parliament must be visibly and 
effectually maintained." 

And he went on to say — 

" It is very easy to prove upon paper that it is 
impossible to reconcile the supremacy of the 
Imperial Parliament upon the one hand with 
the autonomy of a subordinate Legislature on 
the other. It could be proved with equal ease 
in the case of Canada, in the case of the Aus- 
tralian Colonies, and in the case of every one 
of the Queen's dominions to which in turn self- 
government has been granted.' Nay, I will go 
further, and I will say that there is not a Con- 
stitution in the civilised world which could not 
be wrecked in a week if all the parties in it 
were to act upon every occasion to the extreme 
limit of their legal powers." 

Now, I would ask whether we are not 
to read that later declaration of the 
Home Secretary as an admission that he 
is now prepared, instead of claiming the 
unquestioned sovereignty of the Imperial 
Parliament over all matters local and 
Imperial, for merely a recognition of the 
supremacy such as exists in relation to 
the Government of Canada, to which he 
refers ? I think that the Home Secre- 
tary's language justifies that supposition. 
I think we shall obtain some practical 
advantage, in the first place, if we can 
obtain a declaration from any of Her 
Majesty's Ministers that we have here 
the whole width and breadth and spirit 
of this measure, a declaration which will 
help to draw the attention of the popu- 
lation of this country and the Members 
of the Legislature to one or two cardinal 
points which ought never to be forgotten 
in ensuing discussions on this subject. 
There is a danger, in my opinion, that 
iu the multiplicity of details and aide 



issues in which we shall be involved 
when we come to the discussion of the 
Home Rule Bill, the attention of bpth 
the Legislature and the public may be 
drawn from some of the main, and to our- 
selves some of the most important, issues. 
There is a fear that the English people, 
trusting to the continued validity of such 
declarations as I have quoted, and finding 
in this proposed measure some recogni- 
tion of the principle of the supremacy of 
the Imperial Parliament, such as exists 
in the case of Canada or other of our 
self-governing Colonies, may be lulled 
into a sense of security, while the Irish 
Members, with better reason, trust to 
the assurance or to the conviction that 
this nominal supremacy, although it may 
exist will never be enforced, and never , 
can be enforced. My Lords, it seems to 
me these are questions which the people 
iu this country ought not to lose sight 
of, and that their attention cannot be 
called to them a day too soon, even 
before the introduction of this measure. 
I might argue that the problem which 
this Government has undertaken to solve 
is one which is insoluble. I do not be- 
lieve it is to be proved, as Mr. Asquith 
says it can be proved, upon paper, having 
reference to the practical working of 
Government, that it is possible to recog- 
nise Imperial supremacy with an auto- 
nomous Parliament in Ireland. But I 
am not justified in entering into 
that point now. We are bound 
to believe that Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment have discovered, or think they have 
discovered, some solution of the question ; 
but in my opinion we have a right to 
know whether they still adhere to these 
declarations, which have been made in 
terms of equal strength and width by the 
most responsible among them, and 
whether they are content, when their 
measure is produced, to stand or fall by 
the test of whether it does satisfy, or 
fails to satisfy, the conditions which they 
themselves have laid down as essential 
to any measure which ought to receive 
the assent of the Parliament of this 
country. 

The Earl op WINCHILSEA and 
NOTTINGHAM said, he trusted that 
the progress of a movement out of door» 
which might escape the attention of 
some of their Lordships would excuse 
his dealing with those portions of. the 
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Speech which referred to agriculture.'] thing for the labourers of this countrr 



There were some points which appeared 
to him not to have received iu the Speech 
from the Throne all the attention which 
they might. One was that in which 
Her Majesty^s Government stated that 
they had determined upon -making some 
alteration in the number of troops in 
Egypt in view of recent occurrences in 
that country. But ought it not rather 
to have been " in view of recent 
occurrences at Newcastle," because, was 
not this a measure which would result in 
weakening of the Imperial power ? He 
had read with great astonishment that 
Her Majesty's Government were going 
to send out a Commissioner to Uganda 
with adequate provision for his safety, 
but it should not be forgotten that no 
assurance was given that these provisions 
might not be made in vain. He had 
been led to that conclusion by the 
general benevolent attitude towards the 
British producer taken up in the Speech 
from the Throne, and he was glad to find 
that that benevolent attitude had been 
carried a step further by the speech of 
the noble Lord who had moved the 
Address in their Lordships' House. He 
was very glad to hear the Mover of the 
Address say there was an intention on 
the part of Her Majesty's Government 
to look into the question of the readjust- 
ment of local taxation, and that was 
the more remarkable because it would 
not have escaped the recollection of their 
Lordships that not many mouths since, 
in the other House, on the Motion of 
Mr. Frovand, the political supporters of 
the right hon. Gentleman at the head of 
the Government committed themselves 
to exactly the opposite view — a state- 
ment that the taxation on land ought to 
be increased. He was very glad that 
that farce had been accomplished. There 
**7ere other points in the speech of the 
Mover of the Address which demanded 
attention. It was satisfactory also to 
have the noble Lord's opinion that the 
railways ought no longer to be allowed 
to carry foreign produce at rates which 
were practically prohibitive to home pro- 
duce. The noble Lord had stated that 
one remedy for the agricultural distress 
would be found in laying down land in 
pasture. They were aware that for 
every 100 acres so laid down four 
labourers must be thrown out of employ- 
ment. It was, therefore, a very serious 
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if a general policy was to be recom- 
mended, either from one side or the 
other, which would involve the laying 
down of large tracts of land in pasture. 
The only effect would be to send the 
labourers into the towns, where they 
would seek employment, but iivould not 
find it, and would only add to the great 
pressure already falling on the local 
rates. He must take this opportunity 
of referring to the sudden conversion of 
the other side of the House to measures 
which they had often heard advocated 
before, but which had never been re- 
ceived with favoiu*. It was very like 
the National Agricultural Union casting 
its shadow before. None who lived in. 
the country could doubt that landlords 
had lost their rents, tenants their profits, 
and the labourers were now in danger of 
losing their wages. When the noble Lord 
stated (and in that statement he himself 
fully concurred) that two of the cause* 
of the agricultural depression were bad 
weather and low prices, he would ask 
leave to respectfully indicate a third, which 
he thought had had an equal effect upon 
the agricultural interest, namely, dis- 
organisation. If the agricultural in- 
terest had been organised the rail- 
way companies would never have 
dared to increase their rates as they had 
done. If they had an organised interest 
the middleman would never have 
been able to take not only his fair share 
of profits, but BO unjust a share of them 
as to render it impossible to produce at a 
profit at all. Not only that, but local 
burdens had been placed one after another 
upon their shoulders, because they were 
not sufiiciently organised to prevent that 
being done. He hoped they would be 
able to do something for themselves in 
the direction of organisation, and that 
they would be enabled to bring upon thi» 
question all the wisdom and experience 
which their members possessed, so that 
helped by themselves and helped by 
Parliament they might do something to 
rescue agriculture from the deplorable 
state into which it had fallen, a state 
which was not only dangerous, but was 
widening its influence to such an extent 
that it was affecting the income of every- 
one iu the land. He would ventiu^ to 
promise Her Majesty's Government sup- 
port for any measure of that kind which 
they might introduce, and no one had^a 
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greater interest in these matters than the 
Members of their Lordships^ House. 

Viscount MIDLETON thought that 
before the Debate closed thej ought 
to know upon what grounds the remarks 
with regard to the steady decrease of 
crime in Ireland in the gracious Speech 
from the Throne had been based. He 
failed to understand where Her Majesty^s 
Government could have obtained such 
information. There was no question 
that for the last six years under the late 
Administration there had been a steady 
progress in the establishment of law and 
order in Ireland. There could be no 
question that agrarian crime had been, 
for a time at all events, entirely extir- 
pated in many parts of the country. 
There were, of course, exceptions to the 
rule, and to one of those exceptions he 
wished to draw their Lordships' atten- 
tion — that was, the state of the County 
of Clare. At the time the late Govern- 
ment quitted office the county of Clare 
was one of the few portions of Ireland 
still subject to the operation of the 
Crimes Act. The first thing that 
happened when Mr. Morley went to 
Ireland was that the provisions of the 
Crimes Act were suspended throughout 
the length and breadth of that county. 
What had been the result ? It was per- 
fectly true that crime had not been entirely 
extirpated by the Crimes Act ; and it was 
perfectly tnie, because a very singular 
state of things existed in that county. 
Crime in Clare was not only agarian, it 
was a sort of internecine war or vendetta, 
carried on between rival factions repre- 
senting secret societies, and perpetuating 
outrages upon each other. But what was 
the position now in Clare ? Although 
it was stated there had been a steady 
progress in law and order, at a meeting of 
magistrates there, presided over by a 
Member of that House, as well acquainted 
with the state of the country as any man 
in the three kingdoms, they had given 
their opinion that the state of the county 
was alarming in the extreme ; that crime 
had steadily increased ; that outrages 
were frequent ; that fires were of constant 
occurrence ; and more than that, that the 
number of crimes reported to the con- 
stabulary was not one-third of those which 
were actually committed — sufferers from 
the outrages being afraid even to report 
to the police the treatment to which they 
had been subjected. A statement to that 



effect was signed on behalf of the magis- 
trates by the Lord Lieutenant of the 
county, and was forwarded to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, and also to the 
Prime Minister. Any one who knew 
what the actual state of the County Clare 
was would know that there was no more 
chance of obtaining a conviction for an 
agrarian crime, or any crime of a serious 
character, than there would be of obtaining 
a conviction for high treason against the 
Prime Minister, with a jury of his own 
Cabinet trying him, and the Lord Chan- 
cellor sitting on the Woolsack to decide 
the case. It was utterly impossible to 
obtain a conviction in that part of the 
country. Another part of Ireland which 
he would mention was West Kerry^ 
Although he was not personally ac- 
quainted with it, he had the best 
means of knowing what was going on 
there. Castle Island, a name not un- 
familiar to their Lordships, had been the 
centre of all that was turbulent in 
Kerry. He would ask any one to glance 
over the public papers, and see what was 
happening in Castle Island and its 
neighbourhood at the present moment. 
He believed the last occurrence that had 
happened there was entirely devoid of 
any agrarian character. The parish 
priest had appointed a very competent 
person to be teacher in the school. The 
friends of the former teacher had resented 
this. A number of houses- were visited 
in the night, shots were fired, and the- 
inhabitants were warned that if they con- 
tinued to send their children to the school 
where the obnoxious teacher presided, 
serious consequences would happen to 
them. And yet Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment thought it right to put in the 
Speech from the Throne that there was 
a steady progress in Ireland towards a 
better state of things. He could not 
believe that the two noble Lords, who 
had each held the Government of Ireland 
in troublous times, and had done good 
service in the public interest, could have 
taken the trouble to look into statistics 
which they might have obtained from 
reliable sources before a statement of that 
kind was put into the Speech. He 
might say without fear of contradiction 
that if the state of the country was fairly 
examined by them, although it was very 
much better than it had been at many 
previous periods of its history, it would 
be found that during the last six months 
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there had been a steady retrogression 
in the state of the country, and that 
every month had made it more ap- 
parent that the laws which restrained 
crime in the disturbed districts of 
Ireland had been relaxed far too soon. 
Of course, the difficulty of obtaining 
such statistics was very great, because 
the moment anyone showed unusual 
activity in the suppression of crime, or 
had done so in the past, he was imme- 
diately removed by the present Chief 
Secretary, and, perhaps, relegated to some 
distant part of the country of which he 
had known nothing whatever before, and 
it was pretty generally understood that 
such persons were not popular under the 
•present Castle regime, and that they 
would have to suffer for their tdhierity. 
That, at all events, was the impression 
among those who had the administration 
of law and order in Ireland. Another 
point was the extraordinary manner in 
which the Chief Secretary had acted 
with regard to the Judiciary. When a 
Judge felt it necessary in the execution 
of his duty to make a statement about 
the prevalence of crime in a particular 
locality he was immediately accused by 
the Chief Secretary of having spoken 
with the Parties opposite. That was 
not very encouraging. But what was 
still more extraordinary was that the 
Chief Secrelary, who thought that the 
Irish people were to be trusted in every 
respect, had thought it necessary to sub- 
tract a Judge from the English Judiciary 
to carry out the investigations he required, 
because there was not to be found, for- 
f^ooth, on the Irisli Bench a Judge of 
sufficient impartiality to preside over 
fluch a Commission. lie con Id hardlv 
conceive how a greater insult could be 
conveyed to a nation than to say that a 
body of men who had been appointed by 
Prime Ministers, taken from both sides 
of the House, who had discharged their 
duties faithfully for years, were to be 
held wholly incompetent to conduct 
•Bny inquiry which the Government 
saw fit to institute. If there was any 
answer to all this he confessed he should 
like to hear it. He would like to 
hear from some Member of Her 
Majesty's Government upon what 
authority these things had been done, 
why these statements had been made 
in the Speech from the Throne, and 
how they proposetl to justify the line of 

Viscount Midleton 



action they had taken in matters so 
seriously affecting the interests of the 
country. They had thought fit to issue 
a Fishing Commission which was more 
extraordinary than had ever been issued 
by the Crown before. He was not 
aware that any precedent existed for 
such a Commission except that created 
by Mr. Morley himself in the case of 
Belfast some six or seven vears ago. 

The Marquess OF LONDONDERRY 
said that, as there were a number of Peers 
connected with Ireland, and well ac- 
quainted with the present state of affairs 
there, who were anxious to discuss this 
question, and to state their views upon 
it to the House, he would, in order to 
afford them an opportunity of doing so, 
move the adjournment of the Debate 
until Thursdav next. 

Moved, " That the Debate be ad- 
journed to Thursday next." — {The Mar- 
qucss of Londonderry^ 

The Earl of KIMBERLEY : There 
is no objection to that course. 

Motion agreed to ; Debate adjourned 
till Thursday next. 

THE CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES. 

The Earl of Morley appointed, 
nemine dessenticnte, to take the Chair in 
all Committees of this House for this 
Session. 

Committee for Privileges — Ap- 
pointed. 

Sub-Committee for the Journals 
— Appointed. 

Stoppages ix the Streets — Order 
to prevent, renewed. 

Appeal Committee — Appointed. 

House adjourned at twenty minutes jMwt 

Seven o'clock, to Thursday next, a 

quarter past Ten o'clock. 



HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Tuesday^ 31st January 1893. 



The House met at half after One of 
the clock. 

Message to attend the Lords Commis^ 
siouers ; — 
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The House went ; — ^and, having re- 
turned ; — 

One Member took and subscribed the 
Oath. 

NEW MEMBERS SWORN. 

Right Hon. William Ewart Gladstone, 
for County of Edinburgh ; Eight Hon. 
Sir William Vernon Harcourt, for 
Borough of Derby ; Right Hon. Herbert 
Henry Asquith, for Fife County (Eastern 
Division) ; Right Hon. H. Campbell- 
Bannerman, for Stirling District of 
Burghs ; Right Hon. Anthony John 
Mundella, for Sheffield (Brightside Divi- 
sion) ; Right Hon. Henry Hartley 
Fowler, for Wolverhampton (East Divi- 
sion) ; Right Hon. Sir George Otto 
Trevelyan, for Glasgow (Bridgeton Divi- 
sion) ; Right Hon. George John Shaw 
Lefevre, for Bradford (Central Division) ; 
Right Hon. Arnold Morley, for Notting- 
ham (East Division) ; Right Hon. James 
Bryce, for Aberdeen (South Division) ; 
Right Hon. Arthur Herbert Dyke Acland, 
for County of York, Part of the West 
Riding (Rotherham Division) ; Hon. 
Charles Robert Spencer, for County of 
Northampton (Mid Division) ; Right 
Hon. Herbert Colttown Gardner, for 
Essex (Northern or Saifron Walden 
Division) ; Right Hon. John Blair Bal- 
four, for Clackmannan and Kinross ; 
Edmund Robertson, esquire, for Dundee 
Burgh ; Richard Knight Causton, esquire, 
for Borough of Southwark (West Divi- 
sion) ; George Granville Leveson Gower, 
esquire, for Stoke upon Trent ; Thomas 
Edward Ellis, esquire, for County of 
Merioneth ; Alexander Asher, esquire, 
for Elgin District of Burghs ; William 
Alexander M'Arthur, esquire, for Corn- 
wall Mid or St. Austell District. 

AFFIRMATION. 

The Right Hon. John Morley took, 
and subscribed the Affirmation according 
to Law for the borough of Newcastle 
upon Tyne. 

NEW MEMBERS SWORN. 

Samuel Howard Whitbread, esquire, 
for Bedford County (Southern or Luton 
Division) ; Sir Charles Hall, for Fins- 
bury (Holborn Division) ; Walter Hume 
Long, esquire, for Liverpool (West Derby 
Division) ; Thomas William Chester 
Master, esquire, for Gloucester County 



(Eastern or Cirencester Division) ; 
Thomas Rybum Buchanan, esquire, for 
Aberdeen County (Eastern Division) ; 
Viscount Chelsea, for Bury Saint 
Edmunds ; John Lawson Walton, etequire 
for Leeds (Southern Division) ; John 
Kigby, esquire, for Forfar County. 

NEW WRITS. 

For the Borough of Halifax, v. 
Thomas Shaw, esquire, deceased. — (Mr. 
Marjoribanks,) 

Borough of Burnley, v, Jabez Spencer 
Balfour, esquire, Chiltern Hundreds. — 
(Mr. Marjoribafiks,) 

Mr. WILLIAM CODDINGTON 
(Blackbiu*n) : May I be allowed to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer why, in view of the 
enormous frauds committed by Mr. Jabez 
Balfour, he was permitted to accept the 
honourable office of the Chiltern Hun- 
dreds ? 

•The chancellor of the EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir W. Harcourt) : The 
hon. j^ember who put this question, and I 
think some other hon. Members, are 
mistaken as to the nature and tenure of 
the Chiltern Hundreds. The hon. Mem- 
ber used the words " accepted the 
honourable position of the Chiltern Hun- 
dreds." Now, in order to prevent any 
conception that the grant of the Chiltern 
Hundreds was conferring any honour, 
that any credit attached to it, certain 
words from the warrant were deliberately 
stnick out. This is referred to in Sir 
Erskine May's book. Thus a good many 
years ago the words that attached any 
honour or credit to the Chiltern Hundreds 
were deliberately struck out, with the ob- 
ject of removing the misconception that 
had arisen. This is the only f onn in which 
a Member can resign, and by which the 
House of Commons can get rid of a 
Member. (Cries of " Oh ! ") Well, it is 
quite true that under certain circumstances 
you may get rid of a Member by expulsion, 
but we have had some recent experience 
of the difficulties of that process. For my 
part, I would always much rather give 
the Chiltern Hundreds to a Member who 
is an undesirable Member of Parliament, 
and whom I should be glad to see cease 
to be a Member, than to a good Member, 
whom I should be sorry to see leave this 
House. That is the true principle at- 
taching to the gift of the Chiltern Hun- 
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And, in further pursuance of the said Acts, 
we report that at the conclusion of the said 
trial we determined that the said Nathaniel 
George Clayton, being the Member whose 
election and return were complained of, 
was not duly elected or returned, and that his 
•election was void, on the ground that he was by 
his. agents guilty of treating and of illegal 
practices, and we do hereby certify in writing 
such our determination to you. 

And whereas charges were made of corrupt 
and illegal practices having been committed at 
the said Election, we in further pursuance of 
the said Acts report as follows : — 

(a.) That no corrupt or illegal practice was 
proved to have been committed by or with the 
knowledge or consent of any candidate at such 
Election. 

(b.) That the following persons were proved 
at the trial to have been guilty of the corrupt 
practice of personation, namely, Edward 
Tate, of Brownknowl, near Bellingham, John 
Emmerson, of Shildon Hill, near Stocktield. 

(c.) That it was proved at the trial that 
Isaac Baty, the Election Agent of the Re- 
spondent, was guilty of the corrupt practice of 
treating. 

(d.) That it was proved at the trial that the 
said Isaac Baty was guilty of illegal prac- 
.tices, 

(e.) That there is no reason to believe that 
corrupt or illegal practices extensively pre- 
vailed at the Election for the Division of Hex- 
ham to which the Petition relates. 

We have given Certificates of Indemnity to 
the said Edward Tate, the said John Emmerson, 
and the said Isaac Baty. 

Dated this 7th day of December, 1892. 
Lewis \V. Cave. 

BOLAND L. VAUQHAN WILLIAMS. 

Worcester Electiox. 

The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868, and 
The Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention 
Act, 1883. 

To the Right Honorable The Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 

- We, the Honorable Baron Pollock and the 
Honorable Mr. Justice Wills, Judges of Her 
Majesty's High Court of Justice, and two of 
the Judges on the rota for the time being for 
the trial of Election Petitions in England and 
W^ales, do hereby in pursuance of the said Acts 
of Parliament certify that, upon the 29th, 30th, 
Ist, 2nd, and 3rd days of November and Decem- 
ber i-espectively, we duly held a Court at the 
JShire Hall in the City of Worcester for the trial 
of and did try the Election Petition for the 
said city between Glaszard and another. Peti- 
tioners, and the Honorable Qcorgc Higginson 
AUsopp, Respondent. 

And, in further pursuance of the said Acts, 
we report that, at the conclusion of the said 
trial, we determined that the said Honorable 
Ge<»rge Higginson Allsopp was duly elected and 
returned, and that his election was not void, 
and we do hereby certify in writing such our 
determination to you. 

And whereas charges were made of corrupt 
practices having been committed at the said 



Election, we, in further pursuance of the saicl 
Acts, report as follows :— > 

That no corrupt practice was proved to bftve 
been committed by or with the knowledge or 
consent of any candidate at such Election. 

That there is no reason to believe that 
corrupt practices have extensively prevailed at 
the Election for the City of Worcester towhicli 
the said Petition relates. 

C. B. Pollock. 
Alfbed Willjb. 

East Clare Electiok. 

In the Matter of an Election Petition for the 
East Clare Division of the County of 
Clare. 

Between — 

Joseph Richard Cox, Petitioner, 

and 
William Hoey Kearney Redmond, 
Respondent. 

We hereby certify to the Right Honorable 
the Speaker of the House of Commons that the 
above-mentioned Petition was tried before ua 
at Ennis, in the county of Clare, on the 5th, 
6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, and 10th days of December, 
1892, and that at the conclusion of the saicl 
trial we did, on 12th day of December 
1892, determine that the said William Hoey 
Kearney Redmond, whose Election was com- 
plained of by the said Petition, was duly 
elected to serve in the present Parliament for 
the East Clare Division of the couutv of Clare. 
And, in addition to the foregoing certificate, 
we hereby further report to the Right Honor- 
able the Speaker of the House of Commons 
that no corrupt or illegal practice has been 
proved to have been committed by or with the 
knowledge and consent of any candidate at 
said Election, and that the said William Hoey 
Kearney Redmond has not been proved to be 
guilty by himself or his agent or agents of any 
corrupt or illegal practices. 

And, further, that on the evidence before us, 
it did not appear that corrupt or illegal 
practices extensively prevailed at the said 
election, and we have no reason to believe that 
any corrupt or illegal practices did extensively 
prevail at said Election. 

We beg also to state that a copy of the said 
Petition and a copy of the evidence given at 
the trial taken down by the deputies of the 
shorthand writer of the House of Commons 
accompany this Certificate. 

Given under our hands this 12th day of 
December 1892. 

William 0*Bbien. 
W. G. Johnson. 
Two of the Judges for the time being 
on the )t)ta for the trial of Election 
Petitions in Ireland, and by whom the 
said Election Petition was tried, pur* 
suant to the statute in that case made 
and provided. 

Rochester Election. 

The Corrupt Practices Prevention Acts, 

1854 to 1883. 

To the Right Honorable the Speaker of the 

House of Commons. 
We, the undersigned Judges of the High 
Court of Justice, and two of the Judges for the 
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time being for the trial of Election Petitions 
in .England, do hereby, in pursuanoe of the 
said Acts, certify, That, upon the Ist, 2nd, 5th, 
6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, and y)th days of December 
1892, we duly held a Court at the Guildhall in 
the city of Rochester, in the county of Kent, 
for the trial of and did try the Election 
' Petition for the said* city or borough of 
Rochester, in the said county, between Alfred 
fiarry and Charles John Saxby Varrall, Peti- 
tioners, and Horatio Dayid Davies, Respon- 
dent. 

And, in further pursuance of the said Acts, 
at the conclusion of the said trial, we deter- 
mined that the said Horatio David Davies, 
being the member whose Election and Return 
were complained of, was not duly elected or 
returned, and that the election was void on the 
ground that he was by his agents guilty of 
corrupt and illegal practices, and we do here- 
by certify such our determination to you. 

And, whereas charges were made of corrupt 
and illegal practices having been committed at 
the said Election, we, in further pursuance of 
the said Acts, report as follows : — 

(a.) That no corrupt or illegal practice was 
proved to have been committed by or with 
the consent or knowledge of any candidate at 
such election. 

(b.) That the following persons were proved 
at the trial to have been guilty of the corrupt 
practice of treating, namely : — 

William Constable of High Street, Ro- 
chester, Fishmonger. 
William Boucher of High Street, Rochester, 
Butcher. 

(c.) That it was provetl at the trial that 
FretUric'c William Walter, the Election Agent 
of the Respondent, was guilty of illegal 
practices. 

(d.) That facts were proved before us which 
preclude our re^wrting that we have no reason 
to believe corrupt or illegal practices prevailed 
at the Election, but these facts were not such as 
would supjiort a rejwrt that corrupt or illegal 
practices have, or that there is reason to believe 
that corrupt or illegal practices have extensively, 
prevailed at the Election. 

We have given Certificates of Indemnity to 
the said William Constable, the said William 
Boucher, and thok said Fretlerick William 
W^akon. 

Dated this 16th day of December 1892. 
Lewis Wm. Cave. 
Roland L. Vaughan Williams. 

Central Finsbiry Election. 

The Corrupt Practices Prevention Acts, 1854 to 

1883. 
To the Right Honorable The Speaker of the 

House of Commons. 

We, the undersigned Judges of the High 
Court of Justice, and two of the Judges for the 
time being for the trial of Election Petitions in 
Englaml, do hereby, in pursuance of the said 
Acts, certify that upon the 12th, 18th, and 14th 
days of December 1892, we duly held a Court at 
the Royal C/Ourts of Justice, Lon<lon, in the 
county of Middlesex, for the trial of and did 
proceed to try tlie Election Petition for the 
borough of Central Finsbury, between Frederick 
Thomas Penton, Petitioner, and Dadabhai 
Naoroji, Respondent. 



And, in further pursuance of the said Acts, we 
report that on the 1 4th day of December 1892^ 
the third day of the trial, after some witnesses 
hail been examined the Petitioner, by hia 
Counsel, with the assent of the Resix)ndent, by 
his Counsel, asked leave to withdraw the Peti- 
tion and without either party paying the costs to 
the other. We thereupon, being satisfied that such 
withdrawal of the Petition was not the result of 
any corrupt arrangement, nor in consideration of 
the withdrawal of any other Petition, ordered 
that the Petitioner be at liberty to withdraw the 
Petition, and we made no onier as to costs, and 
we determined that the said Dadabhai Naoroji 
being the Member whose Election and Return 
were complained of, was duly elected and 
returned for the said borough, and that 
Fretlerick Thomas Penton was not duly elected 
for the same, and we do hereby certify such our. 
determination. 

And, in further pursuance of the said Acts, we 
do hereby report that no corrupt or illegal 
practice was proved to have been committed by 
or with the consent or knowledge of any candi- 
date at such Election. 

We further report that there is no reason to 
believe that corrupt practices extensively pre- 
vailed at the Election for the borough of 
Central Finsbury, to which the said Petition 
relates. 

Dated this 19th day of December 1892. 

Lewis W. Cave. 

Roland L. Vaughan Williams. 

Stepney Election. 

The Corrupt Practices Prevention Acts, 1854 to 
1883. 

To the Right Honorable The Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 

We, the Honorable Mr. Justice Cave and the 
Honorable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams, 
Judges of the High Court of Justice, and two of 
the Judges for the time being for the trial of 
Election Petitions in England, do hereby in 
pursuance of the said Acts certify that upon the 
l,')th, 16th, 19th, 20th, and 2lst days of Decern- 
ber 1892, we duly held a Court at the Royal 
Courts of Justice in Lon<lon for the trial of and 
did try the Election Petition for the Stepney 
Division of Tower Hamlets between William 
Rushmere and William Charles Steadman^ 
Petitioners, and Frederick Wootton Isaacson, 
Respondent. 

And in further pursuance of the said Acts- 
we report that at the conclusion of the said 
trial we determined that the said Frederick 
Wootton Isaacson, being the Member whose 
Election and Return were complained of in 
the said Petition, was duly elected and returned 
for the said Borough. And we do hereby 
certify in writing such our determination to 
you. 

And whereas charges were made of corrupt 
and illegal practices having been committed 
at the said Election, we, in further pursuance 
of the said Acts, report as follows : — 

(a) That no corrupt or illegal practice was 
proved to have been committed by or with the 
consent or knowledge of any candidate at 
such Election. 



59 



Lichfield 



{COMMONS} 



Election, 



60 



(b) That there is no reason to believe that 
oormpt practices extensively prevailed at the 
Election for the Borough of the Stepney 
Division of Tower Hamlets, to which the said 
Petition relates. 
Dated this 22nd day of December, 1892. 
Lewis Wm. Cavb. 
Rowland L. Vaughan Williams. 

North Meath Election. 

In the Matter of " The Parliamentary Elections 
Act, 1868," and "The Corrupt and Illegal 
Practices Prevention Act, 1883," and in the 
Matter of a Petition in relation to the Election 
held in the month of July, 1892, of a Mem- 
ber to serve in Parliament for the North 
Meath Division of the County of Meath. 

Between— 

Pierce Charles de Lacy Mahony, Petitioner 

and 
Michael Davitt, Respondent. 

We hereby certify to the Right Honorable 
the Speaker of the House of Commons that the 
above-mentioned Petition was tried before us 
at Trim, in the county of Meath, on the 15th, 
16th, 17th, 19th, 20th, 21st, and 22nd days of 
December, 1892, and that after the conclusion 
of the said trial we did, on the 23rd day of 
December, 1892, determine that the said 
Michael Davitt, whose Election was com- 

Slained of by the said Petitioner, was not 
uly elected to serve in the present Parliament 
for the North Meath Division of the County of 
Meath, and that his said Election was void. 

And, pursuant to the said Acts, we hereby 
report to the Right Honorable the Speaker of 
the House of Commons that Michael Davitt, 
the Respondent, was guilty, by his agents, of 
the corrupt practice of undue influence by 
threatening certain persons with spiritual in- 
jury to induce them to vote at the said Election 
for the said Michael Davitt, and to refrain from 
voting for the Petitioner, who was the other 
candidate at the said Election. 

And we further report that the corrupt prac- 
tice of undue influence by spiritual intimida- 
tion did extensively prevail at the said Election, 
but that, with the exception of such practice, 
no other corrupt or illegal practice was proved 
to have prevailed or to have been committed, 
nor is there reason to believe extensively pre- 
vailed at the said Election. 

And we further certify that we differ as to 
reporting the names of persons guilty of 
corrupt practices. 

We beg also to state that a copy of the said 
Petition, and a copy of the evidence given at 
the said trial thereof, taken down by the 
deputies of the shorthand writer of the House 
of Commons, accompany this Certificate and 
Report. 

Given under our hands this 23rd day of 
December in the year of our Lord 
1892. 

William D. Akdbews, 
W. G. Johnson, 
Two of the Judges for the time being 
on the rota for the trial of Election 
Petitions in Ireland, and by whom the 
said Election Petition was tried, pur- 
suant to the statute in that case made 
and provided. 



Montgomery District Election. 

The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868. 

The Corrupt and Illegal Practices Preventioa 

Act, 1883. 

To the Right Honourable the Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 

We, the Honourable Baron Pollock and the 
Honourable Mr. Justice Wills, Judges of Her 
Majesty's High Court of Justice, and two of the 
Judges on the rota for the trial of Election 
Petitions in England and Wales, do hereby, in 
pursuance of the said Acts of Parliament, 
certify that upon . the sixth, seventh, eighth, 
ninth, tenth, twelfth, thirteenth, and four- 
teenth days of December, 1892, we duly held a 
Court at the Town Hall, in the Borough of 
Montgomery, for the trial of, and did try, the 
Election Petition for the Montgomery District, 
between George and others, Petitioners, and 
Sir Pryce Pryce-Jones, Respondent. 

And, in further pursuance of the said Acts, 
we certify that we differ as to whether the 
member whose Election is complained of was 
duly elected. 

And whereas charges were made of corrupt 
practices having been committed at the said 
Election, we, in further pursuance of the said 
Acts, certify that we differ in regard to certain 
of the said charges, and in regard to the rest 
thereof we agree that they were not proved. 

And we find and report that no corrupt 
practice has been proved to have been com- 
mitted by or with, the knowledge and consent 
of the Respondent. 

And we find and report that no illegal 
practice was proved to have been committed at 
the said Election. 

And we further find and report that there is 
no reason to believe that corrupt practices have 
extensively prevailed at the Election to which 
the Petition relates. 



23rd December, 1892. 



C. E. Pollock. 
Alfbed Wills. 



Lichfield Election. 

In the High Court of Justice, Queen^s Bench 

Division. 

The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868. 

The Corrupt and Dlegal Practices Prevention 

Act, 1883. 

To the Right Honourable the Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 

Election for the Lichfield Division of the 
County of Stafford, hoiden on the 18th day of 
July, 1892. 

In the matter of an Election Petition from 
the said division, presented the 12th day of 
August, 1892. 

Swinburne, Bart., Petitioner. 
Darwin, M.P., Respondent. 

We, the Honourable Baron Pollock and the 
Honourable Mr. Justice Wills, two of the 
Judges of the High Court of Justice, being on 
the rota of Judges selected to try Parlia- 
mentary Election Petitions (presented during 
the year ending 2ith October, 1893) in England 
and Wales,— 
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Do herebjr report that a Summoxu for liberty 
to withdraw tois Petition, on behalf of the 
Petitioner, was heard before us on the 24th day 
of November last, in th6 matter of this Petition. 
After we had heard the Counsel on both sides 
and read the Affidavits of the respective 
parties we ordered that the Petitioner should 
be allowed to withdraw the Petition. 

We further report that the withdrawal of 
such Petition was not in our opinion the result 
of any agreement, terms, or undertaking, in 
consideration of any payment, or in considera- 
tion that the seat should at any time be vacated, 
or in consideration of the withdrawal of any 
other Election Petition, or for any other con- 
sideration. 

C. E. Pollock. 
Alfbed Wills. 

Dated this 27th day of January, 1893. 



MO TIO N S. 



NEW WRITS. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

" That Mr. Speaker do issue his Warrant to 
the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland to make 
out a New Writ for the electing of a Member 
to serve in this present Parliament for the 
County of Meath (Southern Division), in the 
room of Patrick Fulham, esquire, whose elec- 
tion for the said County has been declared 
void." — (Colonel Xolan,') 

(4.57). Mr. macartney (Antrim, 
S.) : I wish to bring to the attention of 
the House the circumstances connected 
with the Petition with regard to the 
Division for which the Writ has just 
been moved, and I desire also to move 
an Amendment. I am well aware that in 
inviting the House to take a step of a 
character so grave and important as that 
which I am about to ask it to take on 
this occasion, it will be necessary for me 
not only to justify the terms of the 
Amendment, but to show that on pre- 
vious occasions the House has taken 
steps of an even greater gravity, and 
exercised more striugent authority with 
regard to cases of a much less heinous 
character. The Eeport which has just 
been presented to the House by the 
Judges who tried the Petition with regard 
to the Southern Division of the County 
of Meath states that the election has been 
voided through the exercise of undue in- 
fluence and spiritual intimidation. Now, 
Sir, those wno are acquainted with the 
cases in which this House has interfered 
with the issue of a Writ after the Report 
either of a Committee of this House or 
of Judges directed to try an Election 
Petition, are aware that in most cases 



the issue of a Writ has been suspended 
on account of allegations of corrupt prac- 
tices, principally connected with the 
bribery of the constituency. But cor- 
rupt practices, Sir, are not confined to 
mere questions of bribery, and I shall be 
able to invite the attention of the House 
to a case which is almost exactly pa- 
rallel with that which has been revealed 
by the trial- of the Petitions for the 
Divisions of South and North Meath, 
and a case in which, having heard the 
statement of the Chairman of a Com- 
mittee appointed to consider the ques- 
tion, the House proceeded to take steps 
of a much more stringent and grave 
character than that which I invite 
it to take on the present occasion* 
In the year 1857 Colonel French moved 
the issue of a new Writ for County 
Mayo, upon which occasion the Chair- 
man of the Committee, who had been 
engaged in trying the allegations con- 
nected with the Petition with regard to 
that county — Mr. Schofield — rose to call 
the attention of the House to the fifth 
resolution of the Report. As the allega- 
tions contained in that Petition were 
practically of the same nature as those 
which have resulted in unseating Mr. 
Fullam in the South Division of Meath, 
I think I shall not be intruding on the 
House if I try briefly to call attention to 
some of the allegations which were 
proved before that Committee and which 
were brought to the notice of the House 
on that occasion by Mr. Schofield. Mr. 
Schofield said the House would see by 
the evidence that the proceedings of the 
election began with the issuing of a most 
unseemly electioneering mandate signed 
by the Archbishop of Tuam in favour of 
Mr. Moore against Colonel Higgins. He 
went on to say that this had been fol- 
lowed by unceasing activity on the part 
of the priests, by spiritual intimidation, 
and by incentives to violence until the 
county was in such a state of excitement 
that it was not possible for Colonel 
Higgins' voters to go to the poll except 
they were escorted by the military. 
Further than that, they were not safe 
even in the booths. I do not think it 
necessary to trouble the House with the 
details on this occasion which Mr. 
Schofield on that occasion brought to the 
notice of the Members who were present. 
But those Members of the House who 
are curious on the matter will find that 
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in the case connected with the Mayo Writ 
ki 1857 there is to be found an absolute 
parallel with the circumstances of the 
Election Petition tried for the Southern 
Division of the County of Meath. Mr. 
Schofield summed up the opinion of the 
Committee by saying that they had felt 
it was not a question of Protestantism as 
opposed to Catholicism, but that it was 
a question of the freedom of election as 
against priestly intimidation. So view- 
ing it the Committee discharged their 
duty faithfully. And although he had 
always done his best to maintain the 
civil and religious privileges of his 
Roman Catholic fellow-subjects, he con- 
sidered it to be his bounden duty to see 
that the priests did not infringe upon the 
civil liberties of the people. On that 
occasion there was a Debate of some con- 
siderable length, in which many Members 
of the House joined. The Leader of the 
House then was Lord Palmerston, and 
he supported an Amendment which had 
been moved by Mr. Schofield and which 
was eventually agreed to by a majority 
of 107. It was an Amendment of a 
much more stringent character than 
that which I now invite the House 
to support. It was on that occasion 
proposed by Mr. Schofield to susjiend the 
issue of the Writ for the County of Mayo 
for the whole of that Session of Parlia- 
ment. I have noticed that in all the 
Debates that have taken, place in this 
House with regard to the inherent power 
of the House to suspend the issue of 
Writs, it has never been denied by any 
authority whatever that there is in the 
House absolute power to deal with a Writ 
in any way it chooses. Now, the circum- 
stances which have taken place in the 
two elections in Meath — which may prac- 
tically, for the purpose of this Debate, be 
treated as one election — are of so grave a 
character that I presume the House is 
justified in intervening. I feel that I also 
have to justify the actual form of the 
Amendment which I intend to propose. 
That Amendment is this : To leave out all 
the words after the word " that " in the 
Main Proposition of my hon. and gallant 
Friend the Moml)er for Gal way, and to 
insert the following words : — 

•* The Writ for the election of a Member for 
the Southern Division of the County Meath be 
suspended until the evidence taken on the ti-ial 
of the South Meath Election Petition has been 
considered by this Htiuse." 

Mr, Macartney 



That Amendment is in the precise form 
of the Motion that came before the House 
in regard to the proposal made in 187S 
by Mr. Whalley, the Member for Peter- 
borough, in respect of the Norwich Writ. 
Again, when Mr. Lewis, the then Mem- 
ber for Londonderry, proposed the issue 
of a Writ for the borough of Stroud, the 
right hon. Gentleman the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer opposed his 
Motion, and in that opposition was sup- 
ported by the then Leader of the House, 
the late Lord Beaconsfield. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer so opposed the 
Motion because it proposed to take away 
from Stroud the right of representation, 
and the House, he held, ought not to do 
away with the representation of any par- 
ticular constituency.* I do not propose to 
go so far as Mr. Lewis did on that 
occasion, neither do I propose to go as 
far as Mr. Schofield did in the year 1857. 
All I ask the House to do now is to do 
what was unanimously agreed to be done 
in the year 1875 under a precisely similar 
stAte of circumstances. In 1875, as I 
have already stated, Mr. Whalley moved 
the issue of a Writ for the borough of 
Norwich, and the then Attorney General 
got up and opposed the Motion. He 
said he had been taken by surprise, 
as the moment he received the short- 
hand writer's notes of the evidence and 
the Report of the Judges, he made a 
Motion that they should be printed and 
laid on the Table of the House. Surely 
it is quite impossible for the House on 
the present occasion to agree to the 
Motion which has been made by the 
hon. and gallant Member for Gal way, 
if for no other reason than that of 
precedent. I say that we are entitleti, 
and that every Member of the House is 
entitled, to learn, from an authorised copy 
of the transactions, what took place in 
the Court House at Meath ; what were 
the circumstances and what was the 
evidence upon which the election was 
upset. On the occasion of the moving 
of the Writ in 1875, to which I have 
referred, an Amendment was proposed by 
Mr. York in the terms of the Amendment 
which I am to-day inviting the House to 
consider, and so strong were the argu- 
ments advanced in support of it that the 
Attorney General of that time intervemNl 
in the Debate ; and Mr. Herschell, who 
now occupies a very responsible position 
in the present Government, supported 
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the Ameudmeut, and it was agreed to 
without a Divisiou. I cannot help think- 
ing that the House must see that under 
such circumstances as these it would be 
inadvisable to proceed with the Motion 
to issue the Writ which the hon. and 
gallant Member for Galway has pro- 
posed. I should like to remind the 
House that never before has such an 
Attempt as this been made to issue a 
Writ under these circumstances at the 
very commencement of a new Parliament. 
In former days it was customary, by a 
Sessional Order, to preclude any such 
writs being issued until after a period of 
«even days, although I believe that in 
more recent times the House has con- 
tented itself with a Sessional Order that 
no such Writ shall be moved for until 
lafter a period of two days has elapsed. 
And if that Sessional Order had been in 
'existence at the present moment, it 
would not have been necessary for 
one to have intervened on this 
occasion, because those of my friends 
'who desire to take action in this matter 
would have had an opportunity of 
putting the terms of this Motion on the 
Paper of the House in due course, and 
they also would have had a full oppor- 
tunity of considering what were the cir- 
cumstances which were necessary to be 
brought to the attention of the House. 
I feel certain that the House will pardon 
me for intervening on this occasion, and 
I am sure that the older Members of this 
Assembly — those who have more experi- 
ence in the business of the House, and 
are better acquainted with its precedents 
— will agree that I have a somcAvhat 
-ample justification for the course which 
I have taken to-day. I do not propose 
to argue at any very great length the 
questions which arose in the Court House 
in Meath, but I should like to refer for 
-one moment to a passage which occurred 
in the Judgment of Mr. Justice O'Brien, 
because, as I before pointed out, the case 
•of the South Meath Election Petition is 
precisely parallel with the Mayo Petition, 
in regard to which the House, at the 
invitation of Mr. Schofield, took far 
stronger measures than I now ask it to 
adopt. Mr. Justice O'Brien, after 
alluding to various matters in the pastoral 
and the law applicable thereto, said — 

-*^I now come to the particular groumls am 
which the validity of this election is quer4tioiieil, 
ami the first anti jfmvest is the pastoral of the 
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Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, which was read in 
all the churches on July 3, setting forth as it 
did the Divine authority of the Church, the 
obligations of the Moral Law which Mr. Parnell 
hail violatedf and the responsibility of those 
who supported Parnellism." 

Then he goes on to comment on the 
character of the pastoral, and he con- 
cludes that portion of his charge with the 
following words : — 

"* Invincible ignorance,'— I quote the words 
— that exception which identifies the condemnetl 
doctrine with heresy, was allowed possibly to 
exchse misguideil men and women, for it was 
laid down authoritatively that no intelligent or 
well-informe<l person ' could remain a Catholic 
and continue to cling to Parnellism.' " 

It is not necessary for me to comment 
at length on the whole of this Judgment. 
All I desire now to do is to call the 
attention of the House to the concluding 
words of Mr. Justice O'Brien's powerful 
charge. Referring to the clergy gene- 
.rally, he said — 

" I have no doubt a strong obligation of 
obedience to their own Bishop, and whether or 
not in conformity with their own opinions and 
sentiments, did use language calculated to con- 
vey to the minds of the voters in this division 
that their conduct in this election involvetl the 
question of eternal condemnation or the con- 
trary. Now, having expressed that opinion, it 
remains to me to say one word concerning the 
legal aspects of the evidence concerning this 
question in relation to agency, and upon that 
apparently very little difficulty seems to me to 
arise. I consider if there ever was a case of 
agency established it was. in this particular 
case. Mr. Fullam was name<l as the candidate 
from the very beginning of the contest ; he 
attended all the meetings held ; he attended 
there with clergymen ; he named them as 
his agents, as his personation agents in many 
instances ; he received the subsidy of money 
j)rovided for the exi)en8e8 of the election from 
them or some clergyman ; he^ upon the public 
occasion when the victory was celebrated, 
thanked publicly the clergy for the services 
they had renderetl, and the only question that 
would remain on my mind as the result of the 
evidence is the application of this term agent 
at all, and of the possible apph'cation of any 
such term to the position the clergy assumecl. 
They appear to me to have fulfilled positions of 
principals, while Mr. Fullam was only the 
agent, and upon that i>art of the matter, there- 
fore, I have formetl my opinion. We have 
heanl a great deal, of course, of the imi)ortance 
of this question, and this trial, and a gi'eat 
many arguments and observations had been 
ma<le concerning it. I am quite conscious of 
the great importance of it — that it is a struggle 
between great Parties and great interests, and, 
it may be, of great consequences. But with 
tne consequences I have no concern whatever. 
My concern is with justice ; my allegiance is to 
justice alone, and in the fulfilment of that 
^obligation I am constrained in justice to declare 
that, in my opinion, the election for the South 
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Division of Meath, both under the Statute and 
the Common Law, is void through undue influ- 
ence, and must be set aside." 
Having, Sir, read the concluding sen- 
tences of this Judgment, I venture to say 
there is not a Member of this House, 
no matter on which side he may sit, who 
will not feel that these grave and im- 
portant words demand at least the atten- 
tion of the House, and that I am not 
asking them to assent to a Motion which 
• goes beyond what can legitimately be 
asked. All I ask is, that before any step 
is taken in issuing a new Writ, l)efore 
any further opportunity is given to those 
who have already trampled on the liberty 
of individual opinion in the South 
Meath electorate, before they are again 
allowed to exercise such intimidation 
and undue influence, as a Judge of the 
Higli Court reports to have been exer- 
cised there. Every Member of this House 
should have the fullest opportunity of 
acquainting himself with the evidence 
given on the Petition and with the terms 
of the Judge's charge. I take it the 
Government can hardly see its way to 
agree to the issue of this Writ. I 
cannot believe that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Midlothian 
(Mr. Gladstone), who has been one of the 
most distinguished and careful custodians 
of the Precedents of this House, will for 
one moment sanction a departure for a 
Precedent which is completely on all 
fours with the course I now invite the 
House to take, and which in the year 
1875 had the sanction of his present 
Lord Chancellor (Lord Herschell). I 
think I have said sufficieqt to justify 
the Motion I now make, seeing 
that it will give the House at some 
future date — after hon. Meml)ers have 
acquainted themselves with what took 
place in the Meath Court House — an 
opportunity of deciding what stops, if 
any, should be taken with regard to the 
issue of a new Writ. 
Amendment proposed. 
To leave out from the wonl " That," to the 
end of the Question, in onlcr to a<ld the wonls 
•• the Writ for the Election of a Member for the 
Bouthern Division of the County of Meath be 
Busiiended until the e\idence taken on the trial 
of the Election Petition for that division 
has been consideretl by the House,"— (-Vr. 
Macartney^) 
— instead thereof. 

Question proposed, ** That the words 
proposetl to bo left out stand part of the 
Question.^* 

Mr, Macartney 



•The first LORD of the TREA^ 
SURY (Mr. W. E. Gladstone, Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) : I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat dowa 
that I am by no means insensible of the 
grave nature of the allegations containe<l 
in his speech, and the proposal that I 
have to make will imply no disposition 
on my part to disparage them ; neither, on 
the other hand, do I hitend to enter in any 
manner upon the merits of the original 
Motion itself ; but what I wish to put 
before the House is that there is a prior 
consideration, which was glanced at 
by the hon. Meml)er for Antrim 
(Mr. Macartney), and which ought 
to preclude the House from pro- 
ceeding with the Debate at the present 
moment. My objection, as far as it is an 
objection when considered in the view of 
the foi-ms and usages of the House, is 
undoubtedly an objection not so much to 
the Amendment as to the original Motion 
itself. There is no such thing, I believe, 
as a Standing Order of the House applic- 
able to the question I am about to raise^ 
I do not know that there is so much as a. 
Sessional Order of the House, which the 
hon. Member believes to exist ; but there- 
is a usage of the House which is sup- 
ported by so much practice and authority 
that it forms a grave fact in the case,, 
and is, I think, so obviously reasonable 
that nothing ought to be done to weakeiii 
the force of that usage. Usage has been* 
glanced at by the hon. Member for 
Antrim, and I invite him to consider in- 
an impartial spirit the reference I am 
about to make to it, a reference in respect 
to which I am bound to say I should feel 
myself very greatly confirmed in the view 
I take of the matter, provided you,. 
Sir, with your great authority in the 
Chair, are disposed to advise the House 
in the same sense in respect to this 
rather important question of its Forms of 
Procedure. It is an established usage of 
the House, when any seat has been 
vacated in consequence of the sentence of 
a competent tribunal that the election has 
been vitiated by corrupt and illegal 
practices, -that no Writ shall be moved 
for the purpose of filling the vacancy 
until a notice has l>een regularly given 
and placetl upon the Votes ; and that two 
days shall intervene before the Motjon 
can be entertained by the House. I think 
that that is obviousfy a reasonable prac- 
tice, and I believe it is also an 
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established practice. If I might venture 
to make a suggestion, I would saj we 
should most completely conform to the 
practice. Were the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman to ask leave for the present to 
withdraw his Motion, and then to place a 
regular notice upon. the Votes, I have 
little doubt, from the spirit of his speech, 
that the Mover of the Amendment would 
place no impediment in the way of the 
proceeding. It is not in my power in any 
manner to enforce that method of pro- 
cedure, or to make a Motion directly in 
support of it ; but what I can do in order 
in some degree to attain that object, 
if there is a general concurrence of view 
upon the subject, is to move that the 
Debate be now wljourned. The effect of 
that would be to give the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman time for consideration. 
If the view I have expressed should be 
supported by the weight of your authority, 
I would venture strongly to recommend 
the hon. and gallant Member to adopt 
this course. It would then be in his 
power to take steps to re-commence the 
proceedings, and he could raise the question 
at a more convenient moment. I venture, 
therefore, to put in your hands for the 
present the Motion I have indicated, 
bearing in mind the great assistance which 
would be afforded to the House should 
you be prepared to give an opinion as to 
the best course to be atlopted. I beg to 
move that this Debate be now adjourned. 
•Mr. SPEAKER: After the appeal 
of the right hon. Gentleman, I may say 
that it is generally the case that there is in 
force an Order passed by this House that 
in cases such as those referred to, two 
days' clear notice should be given of a 
Motion to issue a new Writ. But it is 
not a Sessional Order ; it is not a Standing 
Order, though I think it ought to be made 
a Standing Order, but there is now no 
Order in force. The reason, therefore, 
why I have not interfered is because I 
have no order to act on. But in the 
course, probably, of to-morrow or next 
day, in accordance with usage, it will be 
competent for Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment to move that in all cases, such as 
those referred to, two days' notice should 
be given. But this is the first day of the 
Session, and the consequence is that the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for Galway (Colonel Nolan) is perfectly 
entitled to bring forward this Motion. I 
would, however, venture to make the 



suggestion, not that the debate should be 
adjourned, but that the previous sugges- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury should be 
adopted, and that both the Motion and 
the Amendment should be withdrawn, 
and that two clear days' notice should be 
given. The spirit of the Order, which I 
am sure the House will pass, will then 
be complied with. 

• Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : I may 
say in explanation that, at all events, we 
are agreed as to. the present prosecution 
of the debate. But if there be a disposi- 
tion to go a little further back and to re- 
commence the debate later on, I shall be 
delighted to withdraw the Motion I have 
made. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, 
E.) : After what has fallen from you. 
Sir, I hope there will be no hesitation on 
the part of the hon. Gentleman who 
initiated the debate to follow the advice 
which you have tendered. So far as I 
can gather from the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman, I have no doubt that if the 
course you suggest should be pursued, he 
would see it followed with sincere 
gratification. I therefore hope. Sir, that 
we will defer the debate until Friday 
next. 

Mr. JOHN E. REDMOND (Water- 
ford) : I ask the permission of the House to 
make just one remark. My hon. and gallant 
Friend (Colonel Nolan), in making his 
Motion, had no desire to violate the usage 
of the House. All that we desire is that the 
Writ should be moved as soon as practic- 
able. The suggestion made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury, that the Motion of my hon. 
and gallant Friend should be withdrawn, 
that he should give now a new notice to 
move for this Writ in two days' time, is a 
suggestion which I hope my hon. and 
gallant Friend will adopt. I can 
scarcely take the view of the right hon. 
Gentleman who has last spoken that 
that is the spirit of the hon. Gentleman 
wlio moved the' Amendment, because the 
Amendment of the hon. Gentleman was an 
Amendment directed to the suspension of 
the Writ until there has been a discussion 
on the merits of the evidence which 
would be in due course laid on the table 
of the House. But what I want to safe- 
guard myself against is that in agreeing 
to postponing the Motion for the Writ on 
the suggestion of the First Lord of the 
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Treasury, that I am agreeing also to the 
idea that the Writ should be suspended 
until the evidence is laid on the table, 
and until there has been a discussion on 
the evidence. The evidence, I presume, 
will be laid on the table in due course, 
and the fact that this Writ has been 
moved for, and that an election has taken 
place, will not in the slightest impede 
the consideration by the House of the 
undpubtedly grave questions raised by 
the Petition. I suggest, therefore, to my 
hon. and gallant Friend that he should 
adopt the suggestion of the First Lord 
of the Treasury, on the understanding 
that if, having given two days' notice, he 
moves for the Writ, he shall not he met 
by an attempt, such as that made by the 
Amendment, to raise the entire question, 
and that the Writ shall be suspended 
until the matter has been considered. 
[^Irofiical Opposition laughter.'] Hon. 
Gentlemen, then, have no right to cheer 
their leader. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that was the spirit animating 
the speech of the mover of the 
Amendment. I therefore hope that 
when the Writ is moved for again I shall 
not be met by the same kind of Motion, 
but that two days having expired we 
will then have the Writ issued for a new 
election, and that the House will consider 
the questions raised in the Petition in 
a proper and regular way hereafter. 
That course will not be impeded in the 
slightest degree by the issuing of the 
Writ. Speaking for those who brought 
the Petition, and against whom these 
influences were directed, and who were 
-only beaten by 80 votes, we desire 
above all things that there should be a 
.speedy new election, and that we should 
.again appeal to the suffrage of the people 
as soon as possible. 

Colonel SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) : I shall be sorry if there were any 
misapprehension of the course we intend 
to pursue with regard to this Writ. We 
oppose the issue of the Writ, and we 
shall oppose it when it is moved two 
days hence. I hope, therefore, the hon. 
and gallant Mcml)er will not be under the 
misapprehension that we will allow the 
Motion to pass when it is moved for two 
Jays hence. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : 
Seeing the senior Conservative Whip 
(Mr. Akers-Douglas) in his place, I desire 
to ask him it' he coLsIdeis tl.at the Cou- 
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servative Party has a right to move the 
Writs in the case of Rochester, Hexham, 
and Walsall where Members of his Party 
have been unseated, the previous occu- 
pants of the seats having been Liberals ? 
This question, I think, involves a matter 
of considerable importance in regard 
to the relations of parties in this 
House. If it is left open to any skir- 
misher to move a Writ which is generally 
supposed to be in the hands of the 
Commander of the Forces of the Regular 
Army, I need not point out the inconveni- 
ence to this House and the obstruction of 
its business if the moving of Writs 
were allowed to be sprung upon it, and 
further the impossibility of the present 
relations between the Parties as to the 
moving of Writs being adhered to. For 
instance, suppose in regard to the Writ 
for Rochester that some Irish Member 
on the Nationalist side got up and moved 
the Writ on some Wednesday when a 
Tory Bill was on, and that some other 
Member got up afterwards and moved the 
Motion that the Member for one of the 
Divisions for Antrim (Mr. Macartney) 
has now moved, it would be impossible 
for the Tory Party, or the Liberal Party, 
or any other Party in this House to con- 
tinue the working of its business in the 
usual spirit that prevails between Parties 
if hon. Gentlemen who have the proper 
carriage of Writs were not allowed to 
intervene. I believe there is also the 
usage that the Whip of every Party iu 
the House shall receive notice that it is 
the intention of some other Party to 
move the Writ. I do not know, so far as 
regards the right hon. Gentleman the 
Whip of the Conservative Party, or the 
right hon. Gentleman the Whip of the 
Ministerial Party, whether in this case that 
practice has been carried out ; but I 
submit it is as much incimibeut on the 
Leader of Her Majesty's U})positioD as 
much as on the Prime Minister to see 
that nobody has the carriage of Election 
Writs except the Party that has vacated 
the seat. I submit that as a pro- 
position that ought to carry with it 
the general and unanimous sense of 
the House. The object of the present 
case is plain; Hon. Gentlemen suppose 
that they may have a l)eneHt in moving 
for the Writ for South Meath before the 
Writ for North Meath. They think they 
have an advantage, hut it has always been 
supposeil that it is the Party that vacates 
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the seat that should within a reasonable 
limit of time move the Writ. I think I 
have good reason to complain that not 
only has the usual order that tAvo days' 
notice, which we conceive ourselves we 
are bound to give, has not been followed, 
but also what I may call the comity of 
Parties has been broken into by the 
Motion of the lion, and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for North Gal way. I hope 
that this question will be considered by 
the Whips, both Ministerial and Opposi- 
tion, and I trust we may have some 
explanation on the subject. 

Mr. T. IIARRIXCrrON (Dublin, 
Harbour) : Before the Whips answer the 
question put to them. I should like to 
say a few words on the Motion made by 
my hon. and gallant Friend, and on the 
late South Meath Election. The seat 
for which the Writ was moved was 
occupied bv a member of the Partv 
to which my hon. and gallant Friend 
belongs. I assume that when an 
election has been voided by the Judges 
the seat is not in the possession of the 
Member elected, but reverts to the posi- 
tion it occupied before the election was 
voided, and that therefore the Whip of 
the Party to which it belonge<l before 
the voided election has the right to move 
for the Writ. If the views of the hon. 
Member who has just addressed the 
House hold good, I see no way of moving 
for the Writ except through the Judges 
who voided the seat. The seat in this case 
has been vacated by the decision of the 
Judges who tried the Petition. The seat 
had been held by a Member of the Party 
to which the hon. and gallant Member 
for Galway belongs ; and I think it is 
thoroughly in accordance with precedent 
that the Party which held the seat before 
the cornipt election which has l)een set 
aside should now move for the Writ. 

CoLoxEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) : I 
wish to say that I do not wish for one 
moment to violate any of the rules of 
etiquette of this House. I thought the 
rules of procedure were all on my side. 
Before this election the seat was held by 
Mr. Mahony — no, Mr. Shiel held the 
seat, and Mr. Shiel was a Member of our 
Party. The illegal Member elected at 
the last election was in only long 
enough to give one vote, and in my 
opinion it is really our seat for the pre- 
sent until it is filled. Some of the hon. 
Members around me will be claiming my 



seat next, and indeed they tried hard to 
get it. The Judges declared that this 
election in South Meath was not a true 
election, and therefore it was no election 
at all. I am not giving any word of my 
own — that is the opinion of the Judges. 
They declared that in North and South 
Meath there was so much intimidation 
and undue influence that they were not 
free elections, and if an election is not 
free it is no election whatsoever. There- 
fore I say that as we held the seat before 
an illegal election put Mr. Fullam into 
possession we have the right to move 
for the Writ. I may be wrong, but I 
do not see what is to prevent me moving 
for the Writ unless the Whips of this 
House — the Conservative Whips and the 
Government Whips — come together and 
say I was wrong. If they declare that 
I am wrong I will not goon except in this 
way — I will take what is the usual course 
— I will go to the Whip of the Party 
who should move for this Writ and say, 
" If you don't move this Writ on such and 
such a day I will move it." That is the 
rule and custom of this House. I have 
often seen it done in the last twenty 
vears, and that is what I will do if the 
Whips declare that I am wrong. As to 
why the Writ for South Meath should be 
issued first, I moved for it because the 
Report of the South Meath Petition was 
first read by the Speaker. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : I 
rise to order. I wish to ask whether this 
discussion is germane to the question 
before the Chair ? 

Colonel NOLAN : I am justified in 
answering what the hon. and learned 
Member for Louth said. He called me 
a skirmisher. ' I suppose the hon. and 
learned Member knows a great deal about 
law ; but I should say his tactical know- 
ledge is not up to date, for this reason — 
that battles are now almost exclusively 
decided by skirmishers. Whole lines are 
made by skirmishers, and I have no 
objection to be called a skirmisher in that 
sense of the word. I am anxious to say 
that if I haVe sinned against any rule I 
did it through bona fide reasons. I will 
accept the proposition of the Leader of 
the House ; that is, I will give notice 
that I will move for the Writ for South 
Meath next Thursday. I suppose that 
is two clear days. There are so many 
meanings now given to three clear days 
that I must be sure on that point, but I 



75 



Metropolitan 



{COMMONS} 



call that two clear da vs. I will move 
for the Writs for South and North 
Meaths on Thursday, unless the point 
of etiquette is settled by the Whips 
against me, and that the Writ will oe 
moved on that day by the Whip properly 
concerned. I now be^ to withdraw my 
Motion for the Writ, Mr. Speaker. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir THOMAS LEA (Londonderry, 
N.) : I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, will 
there be two clear days' notice if the 
Motion is made on Thursday and not on 
Friday ? 

• Mr. speaker : The Motion cannot 
be put on the Paper till Wednesday, 
and therefore it would not naturally 
come on till Friday. 

Colonel NOLAN : Then on Fridav. 



NEW WRITS DURING THE RECESS. 

•Mr. speaker acquainted the House 
— that he had issued during the Recess, 
Warrants for New Writs : — For liurgh 
of Dundee, v. Edmund Robertson, 
esquire. Civil Lord of the Admiralty; 
for County of Essex (Saifrjn Walden 
Division), v. Herbert Garduer, esquire. 
President of the Board of Agriculture ; 
for Borough of Leeds (Southern Division), 
a. the Rt. Hon. Sir Lyon Play fair, now 
Baron Playfair, called up to the House 
of Lords ; for Couutv of Bedford 
(Southern Division), v. Cyril Flower, 
esquire, now Baron Battersea and Over- 
strand, called up to the House of Peers ; 
for County of Gloucester (Eastern or 
Cirencester Division), v. Arthur Breud 
Winterbotham, esquire, deceased ; for 
County of Aberdeen (Eastern Division), 
V. Peter Esslemont, esquire. Chairman 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland ; for 
Borough of Liverpool (West Derby 
Division), v. The Honourable William 
Henry Cross, deceased ; for Borough 
of Huddersfield, v. William Summers, 
esquire, deceased. 

» 

NEW WRIT. 

For the County of Cork (North East- 
ern Division), v. William O^Brien, esquire, 
who having l)een returned as a Memlier 
for the said County of Cork, North 
Eastjrn Division, and also for the City 
of Cork, has elected to sit for the City 
of Cork. — (Sir Thomas Esmondc) 

Colonel Nolan 



Police. 



ELECTIONS. 



76 



Onlerttl, That all Members who are retumeLl 
for two or more places in any part of the Uuitetl 
Kingilom do make their election fbr which of 
the places they will serve, within one week after 
it shall appear that there is no question upon the 
Return for that ])laqe ; and if anything shall 
come in question touching 4he Return or Elec- 
tion of any Member, he is to withdraw during 
the time the matter is in debate ; an<l that 
all Members returned upon double Returns do 
withilraw till their Returns are determined. 

Resolvetl, Tliat no Peer of the Realm, except 
such Peers of Ireland as shall for the time being 
be actually elected. an«l shall not have declinetl 
to serve, for any county, city, or borough of Great 
Britain, hath any right to give his vote in 
the Election of any Member to serve in 
Parliament. 

Resolvetl, Tliat it is a high infringement of the 
liberties and privileges of the Commons of the 
United Kingiltmi for any Lonl of Parliament, 
or other Peer or Pi-elate, not being a Peer of 
Ireland at the time elected, and not having de- 
cline* I to serve for any county, city, or borough 
of Great Britain, to concern himself in the 
Election of Members to serve for the Commons 
in Parliament, except only any Peer of Ireland 
at such Elections in Great Britain respectively 
where such Peer shall appear as a Candidate, or 
by himself, or any others, be projwse*! to be 
elcct^eil ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor 
of any county to avail himself of any authority 
derive<l from his Commission, to influence the 
Election of any Member to serve for the Com- 
mons in Parliament. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that any 
person hath been elected or returned a Member 
of this House, or endeavoured so to be, by 
Bribery, or any other corrupt practices, this 
House will proceed with the utmost severity 
against all such {)ersons as shall have been 
wilfully coDcernetl in such Bribery or other 
corrupt practices. 

AVITXESSErt. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that any 
person hath been tampering with any Witness, 
in res{ject of his evidence to be given to this 
House, or auy Committco thereof, or directly or 
indirectly hath en<lcavourcd to djtcror hinder 
any person from appealing or giving evidence, 
the same is declared to be a high crime ami 
misdemeanor ; and this House will proceed with 
the utmost severity ai^ainst such offender. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that any 
person hath given false evidence in any case 
before this House, or any Committee thereof, 
this House will proceeil with the utmost severity 
against such offender. 

METRoroLITAX POLICE. 

Onlered, That the Commissioners of the Police 
of the Metropolis do take care that, during the 
Session of Parliament, the passages through the 
streets Iea«ling to this House be kept free and 
open, and that uo obstruction be |)ermitted to 
hinder the pMssagc of Members to and fi\)m this 
House, and that no disorder be allowe<l in West- 
minster Hall, or in the passages leading to this 
House, during the sit ling ojf Parliament, and 



VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 

OrJertxl, That the Votes aud i'roceeflingH of 
thiS/ House be printed, being first perused by Mr. 
Spealcer ; and that he do appoint the printing 
thereof ; and that no person but such as be 
iihall appoint do presume to print the same. 

PRIVILEGES. 
Ordered, That a Committee of Privileges 
be appoiuted. 

OUTLAWRIES BILL. 
"For the more effectual preveutiug 
Claudestiue Outlawries," read the first 
time ; to be read a secoud time. 

JOURNAL. 

Ordered, That the Journal of this House, from 
the end of the last {Session to the end of the 
present Session, with an Index thereto, be 
print eil. 

Ordered, That 750 Copies of the said Journal 
and Index be printed by the appointment and 
under the direction of Sir Reginald Francis 
Douce Palgrave, K.C.B., the Clerk of this 
House. 

Ordered, That the said Journal and Index be 

Sinted by such Pereon as shall be licensed by. 
r. Speaker, and that uo other Person do pre- 
sume to print the same. 
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that there be no annoyance therein or there- [ to the prosperity of our ffiffautic com- 

t^'^r^L'^ul^.^L^^^^^-t^'^^^^t jnercial enterprises We ho^ this may 
the Commissioners aforesaid. *ong coutmue to be so. The House 

will remember that the late Government 
granted a Charter to the British East 
Africa Company, for trading and other 
purposes, in Uganda. Through the un- 
fortunate failure of the anticipations of 
the company, it has withdrawn from that 
country. But the Chartej' involved 
some governmental control over the com- 
pany's action ; and as it is difficult to 
relieve control from responsibility, the 
Government have thought fit to send an 
experienced Commissioner into Uganda 
to ascertain if any responsibility involving 
the jionour of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment has been incurred. The House 
will no doubt be glad to learn that 
Papers are promised on this subject at 
the earliest possible moment. With re- 
gard to Egypt, hon. Members are well 
aware of the complications which re- 
cently arose there. The Khedive deposed 
a Minister who was in sympathy with 
British authority, and appointed in his 
place one whom the British Commissioner 
in Egypt could not recognise as being 
favourable to those reforms which have 
happily been initiated in that country under 
British guidance. When the facts were 
brought to the Khedive's knowledge he 
promptly deposed the unsuitable Minister. 
But although he has thus made reparation, 
and has promised in all future matters 
to rule in consonance with the wishes of 
the British Government, yet the possible 
consequences of what might only have 
been a slight youthful indiscretion but when 
committed by one occupying such a high 
responsible position has rendered it neces- 
sary to slightly increase our forces in that 
country. It is one of the unsatisfactory 
characteristics of a military occupation 
that, if a disturbance were to break out 
in Cairo or any other large town, we 
might be held responsible for damage 
done to the persons and property of 
foreign residents, and, therefore, it has 
been deemed proper to have in Egypt a 
force capable of maintaining that law and 
onler which is so necessary for the good 
government of the country. The Egyp- 
tian Government desired an increase of 
the Native Armv, but that was frustrated 
(although not by us), while also the recent 
invasion of the Dervishes has helped to 
guide Her Majesty's Government in the 
action they have taken. But the Govern^ 



THE QUEEN'S SPEECH. 

Mr. speaker reported HerMajesty's 
Speech, [see page 2] and read it to the 
House. 

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY'S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

* Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
tou) : In rising to move the Address of 
thanks to Her Majesty for Her Gracious 
Speech, I wish to claim in all sincerity that 
privilege of kind iudulgeuce which is 
usually accorded to younger Members of 
this House. I esteem it a very great hon- 
our indeed to have bean selected to move 
the address of thanks at the commencement 
of a Parliament, which promises to lie of 
great historical interest. It must be a 
matter of congratulation and gratification 
to all the Members of this Ilouse that 
the first paragraph of the Speech indi- 
cates that thehoiTorsof war are not known 
in Her Majesty's Dominions, that our 
relations with foreign Powers are satisfac- 
tory, and that that peace has been, and 
is being, maintained which is so essential 
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meut wish it to be distinctly and delibe- | 
rately understood that this step involves 
no change of policy whatever, that 
the policy laid down in the Queen's 
Speech in 1883 will be strictly adhered 
to, and that the withdrawal of British 
troops will proceed as expeditiously as a 
prudent consideration of the circum- 
stances will permit. I feel convinced that 
the vigorous, yet temperate action of 
Her Majesty's Government will com- 
mand the approval of every Member of 
the House. Coming to home politics, I 
may say it is a matter for great satisfaction 
that we have a Queen's Speech dealing 
with so many subjects of the deepest in- 
terest to the electors of this country. We 
know that agriculture is suffering under a 
grievous depression. It would not be con- 
sLstent with the traditions of Liberalism 
were the Government to remain indiffe- 
rent to that fact, and they are, therefore, 
prepared, following the precedent laid 
down by Lord John Russell in 1836, to 
appoint a Committee to inquire into all 
the grievances afflicting agriculture. Jf 
this cannot afford any immediate relief to 
farmers, they will, I am sure, have great 
satisfaction in knowing that their neces- 
sities are being made the subject of in- 
quiry by an impartial Committee of this 
House. Speaking for myself, as one who 
has been a professional farmer all my life 
— not a very long life, I admit — I think 
the duties of this Committee will not be 
light. They will find a successful 
foreign producer, who largely cultivates 
his own land, and who has no restrictive 
covenants hindering him from making the 
best of his produce. Whatever capital 
he spends on his holding goes into his 
own pocket only. The foreij^n producer 
is not hampered as the British farmer is by 
those largely increased charges for transit 
which, unfortimately, the Railway Com- 
panies have seen fit to impose. I think 
he competes on more than favourable con- 
ditions with the British farmer, who is 
hampered by the knowledge that he may be 
vexatiously disturbed from his holding 
without adequate compensation, and who 
is in some cases paying at the present time 
an exorbitant rent for his land. That has 
l)een brought about by the keen competition 
which must exist where an unlimited 
number of farmers are striving for a limited 
amount of land, intensified by the fact of 
the landlord being ma<le a preferential credi- 
tor. Then, as we know, British farmers are 

Mr, Lambert 



unable to get farms of suitable size for 
their capital. They have to bear th& 
whole incidence of local taxation, and 
get no benefit from it when they quit 
their holdings. They are also hampered 
by covenants, which restrict them Id 
their cultivation, and which will not 
allow them to have the. freest 
facilities for the disposal of their 
produce. If we could get rid of those 
restrictions, I think the British farmer 
would be able to adapt himself to the 
altered circumstances and to the altered 
demand for the various commodities he 
has to sell ; we should, in fact, see a 
more prosperous state of affairs for 
agriculture. In order that agriculture 
and agriculturists may prosper it 
is essential that the tenant farmerff 
and the labourers should be pros- 
perous — that their prosperity may shine 
upon the landlords. I believe the 
Government are also prepared to* deal 
with the question of land transfer and 
the law of primogeniture with a 
view to securing a material increase 
in the number of owners of land, instead 
of fostering it by artificial legislation, as 
has been the case during the past few 
Sessions. I, for one, deplore very much 
indeed that any gentlemen callingf them- 
selves the friends of the farmer should 
go into country districts and talk 
about Protection. They may depend 
upon it that if a change of our fiscal 
policy is desirable the large centres of 
population, such as the hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield (Mr. Howard Vincent) 
represents, will not consent to a tax 
upon food. I regard those gentlemen 
who go down to the country and make 
these fallacious promises to the fanner 
as the worst enemies of my class. la 
the next paragraph of the Speech is 
mentioned the question of Ireland. It 
is difficult to say anything new or that 
is not controversial on that hotly-con- 
tested subject ; but I wish to congratu- 
late the House on the fact that the 
commencement of this Session has not 
been marred by the announcement of 
the imprisonment of any Members of 
Parliament. That, I hope, is a happy 
augury of the conciliatory policy which 
the Government intend to introduce for 
the benefit of the Irish people. It will 
l»e a matter of infinite satisfaction to the 
House that since the rigours of re- 
pressive legislation have been removed 
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agrariun crime has sensibly diminished, 
proving that even in Ireland respect for 
the law bom of confidence in the law- 
makers is a far more effectnal preserva- 
tive of the peace than even the most 
overwhelming physical force. The Irish 
people have again and again asked for 
the restoration of their Parliament 
which was so cruelly torn from them 
by that venal and corrupt majority 
which passed the Act of Union. 
Before that time, according to the his- 
torian Lecky, the material progress of 
Ireland was rapid and uninterrupted. It 
may be from sentiment that they are 
asking for this change, but it is patriotic 
sentiment, and therefore the duty of states- 
men, especially of Liberal statesmen, to 
endeavour to find some remedy to satisfy 
the aspirations of the Irish people with 
a due regard to the safety of the Empire. 
This question has been discussed with 
wearying iteration on thousands of plat- 
forms during the last six years, and now 
for the first time there is a majority in this 
House who believe that there is a means 
of satisfying Irish needs while main- 
taining the supremacy of the Empire. 
We cannot atone for the wrongs of the 
past 700 years, but we can turn over a 
new page with reconciliation indelibly 
inscribed upon it. There may be diffi- 
culties in the way, but those difficulties 
will be overcome by the co-operation of 
the two nations, wishful for an early 
settlement. The benefit will not be 
wholly Irish. One result wijl be to 
relieve this Parliament from a con- 
gested state of the public business 
which the democratic sentiments of the 
country impose upon it. It will be 
a bright jewel in the legislative crown 
of any statesman who initiates a policy 
which will tend to the permanent paci- 
fication of the Irish people. The next 
paragraph in the Speech refers to our 
Kegistration Laws ; and if we have any 
amendment of them, it must be in the 
direction of simplification, because it is 
impossible to conceive anything more 
complicated than our present system, 
which seems to be formed to exclude, 
rather than include, the greatest possible 
number of electors. There is an urgent 
necessity for the reduction of the quali- 
fying period, for at the last Election it 
was obvious that a man must have occu- 
pied his qualifying holding two years 
before he could vote. Men who have, in 



search of their livelihood, to move from 
place to place should not be prevented 
from claiming their franchise rights 
within a reasonable time. Our regis- 
tration is kept up by Party organisation. 
Surely that ought not to be so, but a 
public officer ought to be appointed who 
without legal quips or cranks would put 
every qualified elector upon the register^ 
I am sure the House will concede this : 
that it ought to be made as easy as 
possible for a citizen to exercise the first 
right of citizenship, that of having a voice 
in his country's government ; and if we 
can make it as difficult to keep him ofi*the 
electoral register as it is now difficult to 
put him on, we shall have advanced a long 
stage in the solution of this difficult 
problem. Then there is the matter of 
official expenses. I presume that Mem- 
bers of Parliament are elected for the 
public welfare, and, therefore, the public 
funds ought to bear the official expense. 
The duration of Parliaments will also 
receive attention. Seven years is a very 
Ions: time for a Government to rule a 
nation without appeal to the electors, and 
I am sure that lion. Members opposite will 
give every facility for passing a Bill for 
shortening the duration of Parliaments^ 
because they will regard seven years 
as a long time to remain in the 
cold shade of Opposition. Besides, 
after a General Election, there is a 
great outburst of legislative zeal, 
as we have witnessed by the notice of so 
many Bills to be introduced this evening.- 
Equalisation of the franchise is also 
mentioned in the Queen's Speechr 
This is more usually known by means of 
the formula One Man One Vote. That 
would establish the principle that wealth 
is not necessarily synonymous with 
patriotism, and that the interest of a man 
in his country's welfare is not regulated 
by the extent of his earthly possessions, 
but by his manhood. And, since a large 
number of electors hold that opinion, I 
feel sure that the Government will be 
justified in giving that measure a fore- 
most place. The next subject men- 
tioned in the Speech is the proposal to 
introduce Suspensory Bills to check the 
growth of ecclesiastical establislmients ia 
Scotland and Wales. This is according 
to the precedent of the Queen's Speech 
of 1869, "that Parliament will be 
governed by the desire to promote 
religion through principles of equal 
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justice." Equal justice, according to the 
overwhelming expression of opinion by 
Welsh and Scotch Members, is not now 
done, and the Government are bound to 
consider that the Established Church in 
Scotland or Wales is not the religion of 
the many, but the Church of the few. 
Another paragraph in the Speech, that 
of the extension of Local Government, is 
of vital interest to one who, like myself, 
represents a rural constituency, the de- 
population of which we all so deeply 
deplore. The late Government estab- 
lished Coanty Councils, the success of 
which, I have no doubt, has exceeded 
their sanguine expectations. But, in 
order that the County Councils may do 
their work properly, they must be sup- 
plemented by District Councils. We 
in Devonshire greatly feel the need of 
u body to which we can delegate om* 
powers in order that they may be 
more thoroughly performed. Boards of 
Guardians also need to be popularised. 
The President of the Local Government 
Board has done something in that direc- 
tion by reducing the qualification to a 
uniform rate of £5. But Boards of 
Guardians must still further conform to 
democratic ideas by their members 
being elected by a single and a secret 
vote. Some take objection to that 
on the ground that it would lead 
t3 the election of men who have no stake 
in t je economical administration of the 
funds, but it would be a lamentable 
fact if the protectors of the poor were 
to merge their identity into protectors of 
the rates, and become Poor Rate rather 
than Poor Law (guardians. The Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board 
has appointed a Poor Law Commission 
composed of competent advisers, and I 
i<incerely trust that it will be able to de- 
vise some means by which honest aged 
workers may anticipate a brighter end 
than the prospect of looking through the 
workhouse window into a pauper's grave. 
It has l)een said that means should be 
found to inculcate thrift among the toiling 
classes. However laudable this may be, 
agricultural lalK)urers do not need to 
have thrift inculcated by Act of Parlia- 
meut. Having to live upon 128. or los. 
a week, the exigencies of their position 
make it necessary for them to exercise 
that desirable attribute. But the struc- 
ture of local government will not be 
complete without Parish Councils, and a 
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measure to ensure success must l>e 
placed upon a broad, a compre- 
hensive, and a democratic basis 
to those Councils must be relegated a share 
in the educational and sanitary arrange- 
ments, and other important subjects which 
affect every day life, so that no right of 
citizenship that is now enjoyed by the 
more fortunate dwellers of towns shall 
be denied to the rural resident. We 
know that the agricultural labourer, since 
he has had the political vote, has 
immensely increased his political know- 
ledge, and we believe that l)y giving him 
an active interest in the affairs of his 
parish, we will be doing something to 
benefit him and to induce him to 
remain on the soil which he is now 
so ready to abandon. I come now 
to the last paragraph of the Queen's 
Speech. I leave to my hon. Friend who 
will second this Address the paragraphs 
dealing with the London Programme, 
and with other matters affecting city 
life ; but the last measure referred 
to in the Queen's Speech is of vast 
importance to the community at large, 
and that is the measure which pro- 
poses to deal with the increasing evil 
of the intemperate consumption of strong 
drink. As instanced by the startling 
fact that £140,000,000 was expended 
last year on spirituous liquors, and also 
emphasised by criminal statistics, this 
intemperance is hanging like a millstone 
round the neck of the British nation, 
and is midermining our whole social 
system. The evils of intemperance 
surround us on every hand. We cannot 
come into this Metropolis without seeing 
the baneful effects of the intemperate use 
of strong drink. Thousands of children 
are brought up in this foul atmosphere. 
They are pinched and starved, and they 
hunger for the food that might bo 
l)OUght for them by the money now 
squandered in the public houses. But 
although so many evils spring from the 
excessive use of alcoholic liquors, it is 
subject to little or no popular control. 
The Government, however, now intend to 
throw the responsibility of this question 
on the people themselves, in order that 
their representatives shall discharge that 
duty now devolving on the magistrates. 
The direct veto will be conceded by a 
separate vote of the ratepayers in 
l)orough and county municipal con- 
stituencies, who will have control of 
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the licences in the whole of the United 
Kingdom, and the opening of public 
houses on Sunday will be regulated, too 
(in England alone), by this new licensing 
authority. I have only now to thank 
the House for the very courteous con- 
sideration it has extended to me, and to 
move this Address of Thanks to our 
Most Gracious Sovereign — 

**That we, Your Majesty's most dutiful and 
loyal Subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in 
Parliament assembled, beg leave to thank Your 
Majesty for the Most Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament." 

•Mr. M. BEAUFOY (Lambeth, Ken- 
uington) : In rising to second the Address 
moved by my hon. Friend, I hope I may 
l>e allowed to mention an occurrence 
for which I am sure the House will 
agree with me when I say we feel a 
deep and sincere regret. I cannot forget 
the able auct interesting speech which 
was made by the hon. Gentleman who 
occupied the position I now fill on the 
last occasion the Address was moved, 
and I am sure the House will l>e unani- 
mous in deploring and regretting with 
me the untimely death of that hon. Gen- 
tleman, Mr. Cross. I am infonned by 
those who are entitled to give advice on 
the difficult task before me, that there 
are two main objects to be taken in view 
by those who have the honour to pro- 
pose and secoud the Address to the 
Queen^s Speech : One is, that the 
speakers should, as far as possible, avoid 
controversial matter; and the other is, 
that they should confine their speeches 
to the most reasonable limit possible. 
But I am bound to say that the task of 
dealing with controversial matters in an 
uucontroversial manner is entirely beyond 
my powers, and I feel that in that re- 
spect I can only throw myself on the 
kind indulgence of the House. The 
maxim which declares that brevity on such 
an occasion as this, if not the soul of wit, 
is the essence of wisdom, commends 
itself more readily to my mind; and if 
the House grants me but a brief indul- 
gence, I shall endeavour not to press 
unduly on their attention. My hon. 
Friend who moved the Address expressed 
his gratification with the tranquillity 
which now prevails in Ireland, and ex- 
pressed the hope that that tranquillity 
would go on increasing, and that there 



would be a still larger decrease in agra- 
rian crime. I cordially share in that 
gratification; and I think I may con- 
gratulate Members on all sides of the 
House on the prominence given in the 
Queen^s Speech to the Government 
measure which will soon be laid before 
us for the better government of Ireland. 
!No doubt that is a highly controversial 
measure, on which I should now be un- 
willing to enlarge; but I think every 
Member will share with me the satis- 
faction which I feel that this difficult 
question is about to be withdrawn from 
the heated discussion of the platfonii to 
the calmer, if more critical, consideration 
of this House. I do express the hope 
that in spite of the many difficulties with 
which this question bristles, the dis- 
cussion of it will be worthy alike of 
the great importance of the subject and 
of the best traditions of Debate in 
this Assembly. I share with my hon. 
Friend his pleasure that the Government 
is about to introduce a Kegistration 
Amendment Bill. My hon. Friend has 
dealt with the question as it affects the 
rural voter; but I venture to say that 
great as is the injustice in the rural dis- 
tricts, it is greater in urban districts, and 
greatest of all in this city of London. I 
hope some means will be found of doing 
away with the old and out-of-date borough 
limits, and that we shall secure greater 
ease in enforcing claims for successive 
occupation, and so enable thousands to 
exercise the franchise who have been so 
long deprived of that privilege. But if 
this question is interesting, as it un- 
doubtedly is, to the electors, it possesses 
a peculiar interest to those elected 
by the electors. Though, . no doubt, 
the evils of the present sys- 
tem are evident to every citizen, 
I am sure that every hon. Gentleman who 
has gone through the difficulties and 
trials of a contested election can feel 
nothing but the greatest possible relief 
that the Government intend to modify and 
simplify the present confusion that exist 
in our Registration Laws. With regard 
to the shortening of Parliaments, that is 
a matter which, however viewed in this 
House, will be viewed with satisfaction 
by the country as tending to bring the 
sentiments of the House into closer con- 
nection with the electors outside, and thus 
insuring that it shall be more representa- 
tive ot the real feelings of the people. 
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With regard to plural voting, it is an in- 
teresting question to rural districts, but 
it is one of those subjects that have a 
peculiar interest to Loudon, for one of 
the effects of the proposed change will 
be to minimise the evils of the pre- 
sent old and out-of-date Livery Fran- 
chise, which so discredits our elections 
in London. I rejoice that the Govern- 
ment have shown a determination 
to take into consideration questions 
affecting labour. The Employers' 
Liability Bill now before the House is 
likely to receive support from all parts 
of the House, and the support given to 
the Bill of the late Government shows it 
is desirable that the term " common em- 
ployment" should be satisfactorily de- 
fined. I venture to think that the country 
generally has lost very little by the post- 
ponement of the consideration of this 
measure. I think the House now con- 
tains a larger number of working men 
than it ever contained before, and we 
cannot over-estimate the advantages 
which will accrue to the deliberations of 
this House on labour questions by having 
a number of skilled experts, with not 
only^souud views on the subjects, but able 
also to bring to bear on our discussion 
their practical experience of what the 
real wants and wishes of the working 
men are. I venture also to express the 
hope that one of the results in the amend- 
ment of the Registration Laws will be a 
very large increase in the number of 
working men Representatives in this 
House. The overworking of the rail- 
way servants has been a source of danger 
to. the travelling public, and the time, in- 
deed, has come for the House to take this 
question into consideration, for not alone 
in the interest of the public, but in the 
interest of the working classes, some 
means of limiting the long hours of 
labour is required. The amendment of 
the Conspiracy Laws has been frequently 
before the House, and I must congratu- 
late my hon. Friend the Civil Lord of 
the Admiralty on the prominence given to 
a subject in which ho has taken such great 
interest, and which he has done so much 
to elucidate. But there was one part of 
the Queen's Speech to which, as a 
London Member, I attach peculiar im- 
portance, and that is the paragraph 
which deals with the proposed enlarge- 
ment of the powers of the London 
County Council. That is a ques- 
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tion of the greatest possible in- 
terest to Londoners, and, therefore, 
of the greatest possible interest to 
those who represent Londoners in thi» 
House. The claims of London are not 
few ; and if I may speak somewhat 
plainly, they are not always peculiarly 
modest ; and while we should like 
to see a whole Session devoted to 
London, it is obvious that in the pre- 
sent congested state of affairs and 
arrears of Public Business, it is too much 
to expect that any great sacrifice of the 
time of the House can be made for the 
furtherance of measures which affect 
London alone. But I am sure the people 
of London will be gratified by the an- 
nouncement in the Queen's Speech in 
reference to London affairs, not only 
because they will be pleased to find that 
Her Majesty's Government places confi- 
dence in the London County Council — 
a body in which London itself has placed 
its confidence — but because*! venture to 
think it foreshadows a greater union 
between the Government and the London 
County Council than has ever existed 
before. Speaking as a metropolitan 
Member, I may be allowed to express a 
hope that thej benevolent intentions of 
the Government towards Loudon will 
not be exhausted by the production of 
this measure. It is an open secret that 
the London County Council is preparing^ 
or has already prepared, a number of bills 
or questions of importance affecting 
London, and I hope that the Government 
will give the greatest possible considera- 
tion to those bills, as a proof of their 
confidence in the London Countv Council. 
There are, of course, many questions 
affecting London which are of a national 
and Imperial character, but there are 
many minor questions which can be better 
and more speedily remedied by the 
London Parliament sitting at Spring 
Gardens than by the Imperial Parliament 
at Westminster. I am sure that Londoners 
will be grateful to the Government for 
this mark of confidence in the London 
County Council, and I hope it fore- 
shadows the coming of better things 
for London. I hope I have not broken 
my pledge that I ^yould not unduly take 
up the time of the House. I thank the 
House for the indulgence it has extended 
to me and for the assistance it has given 
me in the discharge of the duty allotted 
to me. I think that the list oif measures 
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mentioned in the Queen's Speech will 
give us considerable work for some 
time to come. Of course, much con- 
troversy must naturally arise from the 
variety of interests affected ; but actuated 
as we all are on both sides of the House 
with a sincere desire to do our duty to 
our constituents and to forward the best 
interests of the country, I hope the result 
of our labours will be not only to obtain 
a well-earned holiday, but to better the 
welfare of all classes. 



«( 



Motion made, and Question proposed, 
That," &c, [See page 80.3 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, 
E.) : Mr. Speaker, the hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down told us in 
the closing observation of his speech that 
the task entrusted to him and his colleague 
on the present occasion was not an easy 
one. I am sure the House will agree 
with that statemeut, and will feel that I 
am only expressing the common senti- 
ments of the House when I say that that 
task, difficult and delicate as it was, has 
been performed by them admirably and 
to the satisfaction of all who heard it, to 
whatever Party or politics they may 
belong. The hon. Gentleman who 
moved the Address told us, and told us 
truly, that there was a large number of 
interesting subjects dealt with in the 
Gracious Speech from the Throne. That 
certainly is the case. Whatever criti- 
cism may be passed on the Speech Hec 
Majesty has been advised to deliver, it 
•cannot be said that it lacks interest or 
lacks matter. I notice, further, that the 
hon. Gentleman is not quite content with 
the Speech as it stands, and that he 
showed some disposition, I thought, to 
add to it a large number of Bills which 
may some day see the light, but which 
Are not noted at present in the programme 
of the Government. He referred to Dis- 
trict Councils — a matter of which I see 
no mention in the Speech — to a Land 
Transfer Bill, to various Bills connected 
with agriculture, and to a Bill dealing, 
root and branch, with the form of the 
present Poor Law administration. 
These are all no doubt very in- 
teresting and important questions. 
They are questions which are certainly 
iworthy of the cousideration of the House, 
but, so far as I have observed, they do 
not form a part of the programme — the 
ample and sufficient programme which the 



Government are to briug forward in the 
course of the present Session. The hon. 
Gentleman spoke with especial authority 
on the question of agriculture, and that 
question of agriculture is mentioned in 
the Speech from the Throne in words of 
sympathy that everybody connected with 
agriculture, directly or indirectly, either 
as owner, occupier, or in any other 
capacity, must feel are none too strong for 
the present unhappy condition of that 
great national industry. Whether the 
remedy which the Government proposes, 
which is that of a Parliamentary inquiry, 
is likely to do much good I cannot say. 
I think it may be of interest and import- 
ance, and I do not at all desire to mini- 
mise the value of any such investigation. 
But the hon. Gentleman was not content 
with either the expression of sympathy 
in the Speech or with the particular 
remedy proposed by the Government, for, 
if I do not misunderstand him, he appears 
to attribute the present unhappy position 
of those interested in the cultivation of 
the soil in this country to the fact that 
farmers were restricted in their mode of 
tillage ; that the existing law of com- 
pensation for unexhausted improvements 
was wholly inadequate, and that there 
was competition between the farmers for 
farms which drove up rents to the highest 
possible height. Well, I do not mean in 
any controversial sense to object to any 
of the questions thus raised, especially as 
they are not in the Queen's Speech ; but 
I think if the experience that he has had 
in his own part of the country at all 
resembles the experience I have had in 
such parts of the country as I have had 
an opportunity of examining, certainly 
among the evils under which agriculture 
groans at the present time, an undue com- 
petition among the farmers for farms is not 
one. I now pass on to those paragraphs 
of the Speech which deal with the very 
important questions of foreign and colonial 
policy. The first paragraph deals with 
the question of Uganda, and on this 
subject, though I have a question to ask 
the Government, I have nothing but con- 
gratulations to offier them on the policy 
which I understand they have adopted. 
There was a moment wheu I, at all 
events, was afraid that the spirit which 
animated them in opposition might 
continue to animate them in Office, 
and that we should find that 
they dealt with the problem of 



91 



Address in 



{COMMONS} 



Answer to Her 



92 



UgaDda as responsible statesmen verj 
much in the spirit of those Debates which 
we all have fresh in our minds, and which 
took place in the spring of last year. 
Some influence or influences, of which I do 
not possess the secret, appear to have made 
a profound modification in the views of 
the most powerful Members of the present 
Administration. At all events, we have 
heard nothing of that policy of abandon- 
ment which certainly I understood to be 
recommended by the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Sir W. Harcourt), 
speaking at that time merely as the Mem- 
ber for Derby. However, better counsels 
have prevailed, and I do not wish to rake 
up unnecessarily what is past ; but I should 
like to ask with regard to the future what 
provision the Government have made — I 
do not ask for details, but I should like to 
have some general account of the provision 
they have made — for that interval which 
I presume must elapse between the 
abandonment by the company of Uganda 
and the period when some final and 
permanent arrangement will be made 
by Her Majesty's Government for 
dealing with the great interests 
and the vast populations of that district 
in Africa. I notice, and notice with 
satisfaction, from a phrase in Her 
Majesty's Speech from the Throne, that 
the Government are fully alive to the 
fact that unless Sir Gerald Portal be 
Hupported by material force he is not 
likely to be able to carry out with success 
the object of his mission. But when 
that mission has been accomplished — 
when he leaves Uganda and returns to 
make a Report, I should like to know 
what plans the Government have for 
administering the country ? They must 
have some policy on the subject, and 
all I desire to know, and not in any 
controversial spirit, is whether it is at 
the present time consistent with the 
public interest to tell us what that 
policy is ? £gypt, I am glad to say, 
affords but little matter on which we 
need do otherwise than congratulate the 
Government. They had to meet a diffi- 
cult and very sudden crisis — apparently 
a crisis of which no previous warning 
was given, and which, as far as we 
know, they had no reason to anticipate. 
They met that crisis with courage, with 
directness and promptitude, which is the 
very best way to secure that their object 
shall be peaceably accomplished ; and I 
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can assure them that if their policy in 
the matter of Egypt, and in other foreig'u 
affairs, is on the same lines as those 
which they have pursued during the 
last few weeks, they may count on the 
support of gentlemen sitting on this 
side of the House. I should like to 
know, however, from the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he can give us any 
account of the causes which have led to 
this apparently most unexpected diffi- 
culty. I do not anticipate an exhaus- 
tive account of those causes from him, 
because I imagine that it is impossible 
to deny that among them are to be found 
the somewhat rash utterances which he 
and the Secretary for Ireland made on 
the subject not long ago. I do not 
know precisely what policy with regard 
to Egypt was in their minds when they 
made these statements, but they siu^ly 
might have known, and if they did 
not know they ought to- have known, 
that it is impossible for men in ' their 
position, speaking whether as Minis- 
ters or as ex-Ministers, to make 
the statements which they did make 
about our position in Egypt with- 
out raising expectations in foreign 
countries and in Egypt itself which can- 
not but be fruitful, and I fear have been 
fruitful, of great trouble in that country. 
I notice it is stated in the Speech from 
the Throne that the measure — the strong 
measure, I admit the necessary measure — 
.of sending troops to Egypt does not in- 
dicate any change of policy on the part 
of Her Majesty's Government, or any 
modification of the assurances Her 
Majesty's Government have given from 
time to time respecting the occupation 
of that country. That is tnie ; but do 
not let us go off with the delusion that, 
because no modification is made, or in- 
deed ought to be made, in the pledges 
and promises to which we stand com- 
mitted in this matter, nevertheless the 
position is changed — is materially changed^ 
and may be changed for many years to 
come — by the incident that has occurred. 
It has been brought home to us in tho 
clearest manner — it has l>eeu emphasised 
by acts of policy that cannot be for- 
gotten that, in addition to the external 
dangers of Egypt, to the dangers of in- 
ternal sedition, to all the difficnltieft 
which must ensue from the peculiar re- 
lation in which Egypt stands, to the 
power of Europe this further danger baa 
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been added : that the fruits of our long 
labour in that country may at any 
moment be upset by a Ministerial crisis 
at Cairo. It is a fact ; it is true ; it stands 
evident on the face of the Queen^s 
Speech ; it is written deeply on the page 
of history. We cannot forget it ; and it 
must inevitably profoundly modify the 
view we take, which we must take, of 
the difficulties of our position in that 
country, and the added responsibility 
thrown upon us. Now, Sir, I do not 
think that it is necessary for me to say 
more than I have said upon the first 
portion of the Queen's Speech, which 
deals with questions of foreign affairs. 
I turn, therefore, to the second portion, 
which deals with projects of legislation 
and questions of domestic concern. Of 
agriculture I have already said some- 
thing ; I will not say more, especially as 
I doubt not that those who represent in 
this House agricultural constituencies 
will feel themselves in duty bound, before 
this Debate comes to an end, to deal at 
length with that most important ques- 
tion. But I must make this observation. 
The words of the Speech leave it vague, 
leave it doubtful as to whether it is to be 
dealt with by Committee or Commission. 
The Mover of the Address, I think, 
clearly gave it to be understood it was to 
be dealt with by a Committee of this 
House. I must congratulate the Go- 
vernment on that decision, for I cannot 
pretend that they have been happy in 
their attempts to deal with problems by 
Commissions insteail of Committees. 
They have appointed two Commissions 
—one dealing with the Highlands of 
Scotland, and the other with a very im- 
portant and interesting problem in fre- 
iand. The Highland problem, in its 
ultimate bearing, has a social aspect, but 
the basis for any legislation with regard 
to the extension of crofters' holdings is a 
question, in the first instance, of the possi- 
bility of turning the land in the High- 
lands to a particular purpose. It is 
rather a question for experts, and for ex- 
perts alone. The Government have 
chosen to make up a Commission of 
eight, four of whom I understand to be 
gentlemen interested in, and acquainted 
with, the Highlands generally, but not 
acquainted with the agricultural possi- 
bilities of the liighlands at all, whilst all 
of them are deeply committed on the 
very question into which they are asked 



to examine. I do not know what good 
results the Government anticipate from 
their inquiry. I am not hostile to the 
inquiry itself. I am sure the more the 
tnith is known about the state of things 
in the Highlands the better for every- 
body concerned ; but if the Government 
desire not to put off awkward questions 
by appointing a Commission, but to have 
a Commission which will command 
respect, that is not the way in which a 
Commission should be constituted. But 
there is a Commission even more famous, 
I would say notorious, than that which 
is about to begin in the Highlands, and 
that is the Commission which, in con- 
sequence of a compact between the pre- 
sent Government and that most im- 
portant section of their followers, was 
appointed to examine into the position of 
the evicted tenants. I have had to 
deal with this Commission elsewhere, 
and I have no particular desire to 
repeat, though I am ready to do 
so, what I have already said ; 
but I think it is absolutely necessary that 
on this occasion, when it is our business 
to make a survey of what the Govern- 
ment has done since last we were as- 
sembled within these walls, it is abso- 
lutely necessary I should say something 
about a question which has so properly 
engaged the attention of the public. The 
composition of the Evicted Tenants' Com- 
mission was, on the face of it, an unfair 
one. Turn and twist the thing as you 
may, it is quite clear that the opinions of 
the majority of the gentlemen who are 
now carrying on this examination into 
the position of the evicted tenants do not 
make them fair representatives of the 
various interests concerned. You might 
have appointed a Commission not con- 
taining persons of strong political views 
to make a representation as to what you 
were to do with the evicted tenants. I 
admit that the objection to such a coiu-se 
was great, because probably any small 
body of gentlemen who were not com- 
mitted to political views on this question 
would have told you there was nothing 
to be done. That would not have suited 
the views of the right hon. Gentleman 
who was responsible for the government 
of Ireland, and, therefore, there is a great 
deal to be said for appointing gentlemen 
who, at all events, represented something 
or other. But I think you should have 
chosen a Chairman who would preserve^ 
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fit all eveutH, the externals of fairness. I 
<io not think you add to the dignity or 
authority of the Commission you appoint 
when you select men who, whatever \>e 
their ability or their position in the 
country, are moved to behave as the Pre- 
sident of that Commission undoubtedly 
did behave, even from the very first day 
it sat. He appeared to riot and revel in 
his sudden freedom from the trammels 
which bind an English Judge, and he 
<;ould not refrain from indulging in the 
unwonted luxury of delivering the verdict 
before he had heard the evidence. 

Mu. W. O'BRIEN : A gentleman of 
law and order. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : But my 
•complaint in reference to this Commission 
18 not based wholly or chiefly on what I 
am obliged to describe as its imperfect 
composition. My complaint is that there 
is no adequate machinery, and that, owing 
perhaps to the action of the President, and 
perhaps to the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman, no machinery has been pro- 
vided by which any cross-examination 
could take place on the evidence put 
before the Commission. I believe the 
right hon. Gentleman is under the impres- 
sion that he was following a precedent, 
or that the Commission, at all events, 
were following precedent in not allowing 
•counsel or persons interested to appear 
and cross-examine on their own behalf. 
So far as my knowledge of the matter 
goes it would l)e difficult, and perhaps 
impossible, to find a Viceregal Com- 
mission in Ireland (" Oh, oh I ") Is 

this, or is it not, a Viceregal Com- 
mission ? It would be difficult, if not 
impossible, to find a Viceregal Com- 
mission like this — ^for it was a Vice- 
regal Commission and nothing else — in 
which cross-examination by counsel or 
the parties interested has not been per- 
mitted. I care nothing about these 
technicalities. I should not have objected 
to the right hon. Gentleman creating a 
new precedent had it been a good prece- 
dent. But you have only got to read 
cursorily the examination on any day of 
this Commission to see that the results 
of its labours are rendered hopelessly 
worthless — (" No, no I ") — by the fact 
that no adequate cross-examination takes 
place upon it at ail. I heard some hon. 
Gentleman expressing dissent from the 
Benches opposite, and, therefore, to 
{snt:.«fy him I will give an illustration of 
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the kind of thing I mean, and he will 
find twenty more if he wants them. 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Mayo (Mr. Dillon) was examined 
the other day before the Commission, 
and he gave a very great deal of interest- 
ing and valuable information, and among 
other things he stated that the ^' Plan of 
Campaign ^' was a purely agrarian battle. 
He was asked a good many questions on 
that subject, and nobody who reads his 
evidence, as reported in the Freemari*s 
Journal, but will agree with me in saying 
that the purport of it was unquestionably 
to this effect : that the" Plan of Campaign " 
— with regard to which not a single 
criticism has ever been passed by any 
member of the Commission at all — the 
" Plan of Campaign " was for purely 
agrarian purposes. Now, Sir, one of 
the members of the Commission was 
Mr. Roche, Q.C. He was counsel for 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Mayo when he was tried for 
participation, I think I am right in 
saying, in the " Plan of Campaign." 
[Mr. W. O'BuiEN : No; I think you 
are wrong.] At all events, that is not 
material to the point I am about to 
make. Part of the evidence against the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Mayo consisted in certain speeches de- 
livered in connection w^ith the " Plan of 
Campaign." In those speeches I under- 
stood — I have looked at those speeches, 
and they are incapable of any interpreta- 
tion whatever other than this — that the 
" Plan of Campaign " was part of a political 
movement carried on for political objects, 
and was part of the machinery by which 
Home Rule Government was to be 
brought in. Now, Mr. Roche must 
have been cognisant of these facts, 
because he was counsel to the hon. 
Gentleman, and I presume he knows 
enough about Ireland, even if he had 
not been counsel, to have been aware 
that the statement of the "Plan of 
Campaign " was a purely agrarian 
business is a paradox so monstrous that, 
at all events, a little bit of cross-exami- 
nation would not have been indecent or 
improper. Not one single word or question 
was asked by any meml)er of the Com- 
mission, from the President downwards, 
in order to test the statement, which, I 
suppose, will appear in the official 
Reports of that Commission as an 
authoritative and unquestioned fact. Tlie 
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hon. Gentleman who said " No, no " 
when I said just now that the machinery 
for cross-examination was inadequate 
may now be disposed to change his 
opinion, and he may think, at all events 
from the point of view of the Govern- 
ment themselves, it would have lieen 
well that they should have appointed a 
Commission, tliQ result of whose labours 
would have been less open to question 
than is inevitably the case at present. 

Mu. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman pardon me ? I say 
the question was put to me, in connection 
with that question, whether, in instituting 
the " Plan of Campaign," we ever con- 
sidered the political opinions of the men 
connected with it. I was cross-examined 
on that. 

Mk. a. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member, 1 believe, was asked that ques- 
tion, and I believe he said " No." But 
I notice a passage in one of the hon. 
Gentleman's speeches — 

" We call upon you to teil us to destroy this 
Government of men calletl lamllon Is --(cheers 
and groans) — who never in the i>ast history of 
Ireland have shown any sympathy for her 
people, and who, when any demand has been 
made in the past to set free our country, these 
landlonls have always stooil forward as fore- 
most and bloodiest to put down t^ie national 
ranks. Believe me, you will never see in 
Ireland a free jx^ople, never 6<3e this country a 
free country able to defil with its own laws 
until," as he implied, ** this plan was success- 
ful." 

Mr. DILLON : I am sorry to inter- 
nipt the right hon. (ientleman, but as 
he has taken me so strongly to task, and 
insinuated that I gave an untruthful 
answer on that occasion, I would ask 
him to be good enough to explain to the 
House his idea of the distinction between 
an agrarian and a political movement ? 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : That would be 
a very interesting and proper subject for 
cross-examination. The hon. Gentleman 
has replied it was not political but it 
was agrarian. I will give him a broad 
distinction which I think adequate. I 
say that a conspiracy which is directed 
against men, not l)ecause of their 
particular relations to their particular 
tenants, but because they formed what 
is described as part of the garrison — the 
loyal garrison of the country — a con- 
spiracy which is directed avowedly to 
bring tli^se men to their knees, and is 
VOL. CCCLXIV. 



avowedly a part of the method by which 
Irish nationality is to be vindicated, 
that, I say, whatever else it is, is un- 
questionably a political movement ; and 
in spite of the speeches to which 
I have referred, and in spite of Mr. 
Roche's knowledge of those speeches, 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Mayo was allowed to answer, 
without cross-examination, a question as 
to the character of the combination in 
these words, " It was a purely agrariati 
movement. Entirelv, of course." I 
have no desire to come into conflict with 
the hon. Member for East Mayo, and it 
is not his merits or demerits that are 
now in question, but what I am pointing 
out to the Irish Secretary, and to the 
right hon. Gentleman who will follow 
me in this debate, is this — vou have bv 
this incident, and many others I might 
have mentioned, erected a tribunal which 
is incapable of carrying out the first 
duty of any tribunal, because by its lack 
of power of cross-examination it cannot 
get at the tnith. Before leaving this 
question of the evicted tenants I should 
like to ask, as a merely practical inquiry, 
whether the right hon. Gentleman has 
any hope of their reporting soon ? As 
far as my observation goes, there was 
nothing in their reference, though there 
may have been in their instructions, but 
there was nothing in the reference to 
confine their attention to the " Plan of 
Campaign " estates ; I am not aware 
they made any inquiry into the case of 
tenants not on the " Plan of Campaign " 
estate. Are they going to report only 
on one branch of the inquiry ? Are 
they going to report soon, and, if not, are 
these tenants — in whom the hon. Gentle- 
men from Ireland and the Government are 
so deeply interested — are these tenants 
going to continue in their present diffi- 
cult position without in the least knowing 
what is the elucidation and the positioa 
to be proposed by the Government ? It 
would be interesting to know this, and I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will give 
us some information on the subject. 
Well, Sir, the Speech goes on to say 
that — 

" The proclamations recently in force which 
placed Ireland under exceptional provisions of 
law have been revoked, and I have the satis- 
faction to inform you that the condition of that 
country with respect to agrarian crime con-i 
tinues to improve." 
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but that is tlie view of the hon. 
Member for Cork. That is what the 
Member for Cork thinks of it, and I 
say if the right hon. Gentleman has 
the misfortune to possess such friends, it 
is impossible he should wholly escape 
from the accusations which have been 
levelled — and, as I believe, unjustly 
levelled — at the Home Office administra- 
tion for the last few weeks. There is 
another and even more serious reason or 
justification for the suspicion which un- 
doubtedly exists in the public mind on 
the subject, and that reason is the action 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary for Ireland dealing with the release 
of the Gweedore prisoners. Now, Sir, I 
do not wish to go at length into the case 
of the Gweedore prisoners, l)ut I must 
remind the House of the l)are outline of 
certain material facts. There was a 
warrant out against Father McFadden. 
Father McFadden deliberatelv evaded 
the police weekday after weekday. 
Father McFadden publicly announced 
that if he wore arrested there would be 
Idoodshed in (iweodore, and finally, after 
the police had in vain attempted to serve 
the warrant upon him, an effort was 
mmle at a certain place on a Sunday 
morning, and in the course of that effort 
Inspector Martin was most brutally mur- 
dered. A certain number of the persons 
(Migagcd in that transaction were made 
amenable. They were brought before 
the magistrates, and subsequently brought 
before the Assizes. They pleaded 
guilty, or rather a number of them pleaded 
guilty, and they received sentences most 
carefully considered by the Judge, as 
anyone can see who reads the reports of 
the case. One got 10 years, two seven, 
and one five. Their cases were sepa- 
rately and carefully considered by the 
Judge, and he explained at great length 
that they were fortuiuite in getting off 
with the sentences which were inflicted 
upon them. The right hon. Gentleman 
comes into office, and the Lord Lieuten- 
ant, the controller of the jirerogatives of 
mercy, takes up his duties, and almost 
immediately after all these men, whether 
sentenced to 10, seven, or five years, are 
let out without, as far as I know, or as 
far as we have hoard, any steps being 
taken by tho right hon. (vontleman either 
to discover tho Judgo^s opinion, or to 
discover the merits of tho caso and deter- 
Mr, A, J, Balfour 



I mine what ought to be done. The right 
hon. Gentleman- objects to that. I as-' 
sume, therefore, he did go into the merits 
of the question, and I presume, therefore^ 
he consulted his present Attorney 
General. His present Attorney General 
(The MacDermott) was the counsel for 
the accused on that occasion. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : As a matter of 
fact I did not consult the present 
Attorney General, exactly, because he 
had been counsel in the case. The 
person I consulted most was the Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : Did he then 
bring before Lord Herschell the facts 
which, hiul he consulted the Attornev 
General, he might have made himself 
acquainted with ? The right hon. 
Gentleman appears to think I brought 
in the name of the Attorney General 
because there might be a suspicion that 
the Attorney General having been coun- 
sel for these men would be nndulr 

w 

favourable to this case, but my point 
was exactly the opposite. [An hon. 
Member : Explain.] I will explain. 
The Attornev General for Ireland 
knows too much al>out the case. Had 
you consulted him he could not have said 
— and you know he could not have said — 
that in his opinion these men did not 
deserve all they got in the way of 
sentences ; but even more, because it so 
happens, Mr. Speaker, that on this case 
a side light was thrown by a certain 
trial of libel, in which the hon. Member 
for Louth (Mr. Timothy Healy), who 
was one of the counsel for these men^ 
was plaintiff. The present Attorney 
(General for Ireland was the other 
counsel with him for the defence of 
these men, and he was examined in this 
libel action. What came out at that 
trial ? It came out that in the opinion 
of counsel themselves — in the opinion 
of the Member for Louth and the 
Attorney General for Ireland — the 
Crown had got a pull in this case — 
the Crown had got worsted in the trial 
of these men, who had got off with much 
smaller sentences than they would have 
got if the Crown had laboured success- 
ful ly to conduct their own case. It 
came out conclusively that there were 
facts stated upon the brief for the de- 
fence which, had they been known to 
the counsel for tho prosecution^ might 
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have euded in the hangiug of these very 
men ; that tlieise were facts known to 
a Castle official — I suppose the Attorney 
General is a Castle official — they were 
known to the Member for Louth, 
they might have been known to 
the right hon. Gentleman, for 
they were not secrets which a coun- 
sel was bound to keep with regard to his 
clients, but facts made notorious in the 
Courts of Law in Ireland, and of which 
reports can be read to. this day in the 

files of the FrcematCs Journal, I sav 

• 

these being the facts of the case, 
the Minister who shows his contempt 
for the safety of the police by arbitrarily 
diminishing the just punishment of these 
malefactors is using the prerogative of 
mercy not as it was intended to be used 
— namely, as an iustnimeut of justice — 
but that political ends may be finthered. 
The remainder of the Speech, about 
which I shall l)e very brief — as I am 
conscious that I have already occupied 
the House an undue length of time — 
deals with projects of legislation. I do 
not mean to discuss those projects at any 
length. Some of them deal with subjects 
which ought to be dealt with, and which in 
my opinion are eminently worthy of the 
consideration of this House. Some of 
them deal with subjects on which I shall 
certainly reserve my criticism till we see 
the exact form in which the present 
Government propose to deal with them 
— such, for instance, as the reform of 
the Registration Laws, the Employers' 
Liability Bill, and 'other Bills. Other 
measures seem merely to be considered 
— I judge from the position they occupy 
in the Speech — as a somewhat barren 
homage paid to the Newcastle Programme 
— and I do not collect that the Govern- 
ment have any very great belief in the 
possibility of bringing them to an issue 
in the course of the present Session. 
That may well be. All Governments 
Are liable to bitter disappointments — and 
I have no ground for anticipating that 
the present Government are likely to Ije 
more fortunate than their predecessors. 
One of these Bills, however, I must say 
a word about. It is that dealing with 
the Ecclesiastical Establishments in 
Scotland and Wales. I pass by the 
question of shorter Parliaments, for I do 
uot suppose that any gentleman on either 
fiide of the House supposes that the life 



of this Parliament, at all events, will be 
unduly prolonged. But with regard to 
Ecclesiastical Establishments, I want to 
ask the right lion. Gentleman whether he 
agrees with, I think it was the Mover of 
the Address, who stated that this pro- 
cedure — namely, of bringing in Bills for 
the prevention of the growth of new 
vested interests in the Ecclesiastical 
Establishments of Scotland and Wales — 
is in accordance with precedent. So far 
as I have been able to discover, it is not 
in accordance with precedent. A Bill of 
a similar import was brought in, no 
doubt, in the case of the Irish Church, 
but after a Resolution of the House of 
Commons — declaring in favour of Dis- 
establishment. Then, and not till then, did 
the right hon. Gentleman think himself 
justified in bringing in a Bill which must 
have for its effect the paralysing of the 
great clerical institutions with which it 
deals, and can anything be conceived 
more cruel than the position of a Church 
in Scotland and in Wales if these Bills 
were passed ? That they would be followed 
rapidly or effectually by any process of 
Disestablishment nobody acqiminted with 
the difficulties inherent in any pro- 
gramme of Disestablishment can possibly 
believe, and therefore it is actually 
proposed by the Government that, in 
the absence of any Resolution of the House 
in favour of Disestablishment, and with 
nothing Ixjfore them except the record of 
past Sessions, uniformly adverse to Dis- 
establishment, they should bring in, and, 
if possible pass, Bills which, should they 
become law, will paralyse the efficiency 
of the Church of Scotland and the 
Church of Wales, will place them in an 
impossible situation, and wiU hold out to 
them no hopes of a final issue either in 
the direction of Establishment or in the 
direction of Disestablishment. Sir, I 
cannot conceive that when the Govern- 
ment really face the policy which they 
have undertaken in the Speech from the 
Throne they will delil)erately elect to 
adhere to it. But, Mr. Speaker, all these 
final paragraphs of the Speech sink into 
insignificance compared with that one 
paragraph dealing with what is described 
as " provision for the government of 
Ireland." The task of carrying through 
that gigantic constitutional revolution is, 
indeed, heavy enough for the shoulders 
of any Parliament, sufficient to occupy 
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the time of any Session. I suppose it 
will be my fate to make many speeches 
before the Session closes upon this ques- 
tion. I do not mean to discuss it now. 
It can hardly even ba that the Debate on 
which we are now enofaored shall close 
without some gentleman opposed to that 
policy challenging one or other of the 
main issues raised bv any Home Rule 
Bill. 1 !?hall reserve until that occasion 
arises anything I have to say, contenting 
myself now with observing that vigorous 
indeed must be the faith which shall 
seriously believe that any measure of the 
kind indicated in the speeches of the re- 
sponsible Members of the Government 
shall carry out the great objects indicated 
in the paragraph which deals with the 
question of Home Rule. There we are 
told that this Bill 

*• has been i)repai*e(l with the desire to afford 
contentment to the Irish people, important re- 
lief to Parliament, and wlditional securitiefi for 
the strength and union of the Empiie." 

Even in the first blush of enthusiasm 
for their own measure I can hardly be- 
lieve that the gentlemen on that Bench 
accept in their own hearts the statement 
that they have put in the Speech. Well, 
I do accept that, but it is difficult to 
accept it. I admire the robustness of 
their faith; I admire the boldness and 
the audacity of their convictions. We 
are asked to find securities for the 
strength and union of the Empire in a 
measure which reverses the invariable 
process by which every Empire in the 
world has been built up. It is a measure 
which runs counter not to this lesson or 
that lesson, but to the whole lesson of 
all history. Show me an Empire which 
has grown in strength by any measure 
of the kind and I withdraw. So far as 
my researches in history go, it has been 
by the concentration and not by the dis- 
sipation of power that Empires have been 
built up, and I shall not readily believe 
that the laws of history are going to Ik) 
reversed for the special benefit of the 
British Empire. With legard to the 
other statement, that it has been pre- 
pared with the desire to aflTord content- 
ment to the Irish people, I can oidy say 
that a measure which is regarded not 
merely with dislike, but with passionate 
and irreconcilable aversion by one-third 
of the Irish people, which is regarded 
with a sentimental approval mixed up 
Mr. A, J, Balfour 



with a certain desire for spoliation and 
plunder by another third, and which hj 
the remaining third is regarded simply 
as an instrument by which you ai'e to 
wrest further concessions from the Im- 
perial Parliament, is not one, whatever 
else may be said of it, which is likely to 
afford contentment to the Irish people. 

♦The first LORD of the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. W. E. Gladstone, Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) : Mr. Speaker, 
though I have heanl many portions of 
the very comprehensive speech of the 
right lion. Gentleman (Mr. Balfonr) 
with deep regret and strong dissent, 
Kome of his remarks even exciting 

11 my mind astonishment at the 
course pursued on this occasion, for 
the first time in my recollection, bv a 
leader of the Opposition. I have great 
pleasure in referring to the graceful 
tribute which, at the opening of his 
speech, he paid to the Mover and 
Seconder of the Address. He did them 
both justice so large that for me he has 
left nothing to do. I will only say 
with respect to my two hon. Friends that» 
in acknowledging the tact and judgment 
of the speeches which they delivered, so 
much to the satisfaction of the House, I 
am, I can assure them, not merely com- 
plying with a conventional custom — for 
such it may almost be .said to have be- 
come — but I am rendering to them a 
spontaneous and genuine tribute which 
everyone who heard them knows to be 
deserved. The right hon. Gentleman in 
the beginning of his speech, which was 
the more pacific part of it, referred to the 
intentions of Her Majesty's Government 
and to Bills not in the Speecli, as well aa 
to Bills in the Speech. Undoubtedly 
those intentions are large. Some, per- 
haps, may press us to frame fuither plans^ 
and add to the j^roposals that are now 
coming before Parliament. We may, like 
others, fail to give full effect to what wo 
desire, but the measure of what we desire 
and what we have announce<l is to be 
found in the fact that we have seen for a 
long course of years, with an increasing 
eagerness in the country for vigorous 
legislation, a continuing growth in the 
arrears of that legislation, and we have 
thought it our duty to acknowledge 
largely that desire of the country, with 
the firm intention of losing no opportu- 
nity and sparing no effort to give eflfect 
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to the views we have expressed. There 
are Bills, undjoubtedly, which it is the in- 
tention of the Government to present, 
and which it is their hope to pass, not 
named in the Speech from the Throne. I 
will not go over them, because I tnist 
that in the course of a feV days the 
notices given by the members of the Go- 
vernment will couvev the most authentic 
information as to those Bills. There is 
one thing I should mention. It is the 
intention of the Government, proceeding 
partly from recollection of Debates in 
this House during tl e last Session and in 
no small part upon wliat has taken place 
in Wales during the recess, to issue a 
Royal Commission for the purpose of ex- 
amining into the land question in Wales. 
The right hon. Gentleman has put to me 
a number of specific questions. He asked 
me whether the proposal to introduce 
suspensorv Bills is agreeable to precedent. 

Mr. a; J. BALFOUR : I said " with- 
out previous Resolution." 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : If the 
right hon. Gentleman will look back to 
the circumstances of 1868 he will see 
that the Suspensory Bill did not rest 
simply on the previous Resolution and 
was not the natural sequence of such a 
Resolution. The Suspensory Bill was 
passed because the House was on the 
eve of dissolution, and not because it was 
an adequate sequel to the Resolution. 
There was no connection between the 
two, and the Suspensory Bill grew out 
of the circumstances of the House itself 
with respect to dissolution. Why, Sir, — 
why are we to be prohibited from taking 
cognizance of other circumstances besides 
a Resolution of the House ? If out of 30 
Meml)ers for Wales 28 are returned deter- 
mined for disestablishment, are we to be 
precluded from taking notice of that fact 
and proposing a measure whi(*h I do not 
believe with the right hon. Gentleman 
will in the slightest degree suspend, on 
the contrary, I l)elieve it will quicken, 
the activity of the Church in Wales, and 
which is thoroughly justified by opinion 
in that country ? The same considera- 
tions are applicable to Scotland, though 
the nnml)crs are not so conclusive. The 
right hon. Gentleman has spoken in his 
speech of prece<lent. I would like to 
know where he got the precedent for the 
Leader of the Opposition, in discussing 
upon tlio Queen's Speech a specific 



announcement, an inoffensive announce- 
ment, of a measure of the most enormous 
constitutional importance, and, while dis- 
daining all intention to discuss it, enter- 
ing in inflammatory sentences into a case 
which begged every question, which 
broached every argument, which exag- 
gerated all that could have been said as 
the result of tlie most cai'eful inquiry and 
most comprehensive investigation of the 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman has 
done his best to prepossess the minds of 
those who follow him with conclusions 
the most extravagant, with contradictions 
of history the most glaring. " Show me," 
he said, " an Empire strengthened by the 
principles of local autonomy." I will 
show him that every Empire which has 
adopted those principles has been 
strengthened. I quote the case of Austria, 
Now, Sir, I am going to carry the right 
hon. Gentleman back to the days of the 
declarations of Lord Salisbury, Lord 
Salisbury was then engaged in courting 
assiduously those Home Rulers — these 
Separatists — and he alluded in glowing 
terms to the case of Austria, and in- 
timated that it was not impossible that 
matter might be drawn from the case 
of Austria applicable to the case of 
Ireland. Have we in this country no 
experience in this matter ? What was the 
relation of this country to its colonies 
60 years ago ? A relation which, in the 
view of the right hon. Gentleman, 
would have been perfection itself. They 
were all ruled from the centre. The 
principles of freedom were discounten- 
anced. The desire for separation was 
charged in Canada upon those who called 
for Canadian Home Rule. The same 
arguments were used, and the same 
imaginings freely dealt in, but not by 
the then Leader of the Conservative 
Partv. He was not the man to follow 
such a course. What has happened ? 
An absolute revolution has taken place 
in the entire system of governing the 
people of the colonies of the Empire, 
and the consequence is that, instead of 
being a cause of weakness and discredit, 
they have become one of the chief glories 
of Great Britain, and one of the main 
sources of our moral strength. I want 
to get rid of these vagaries of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and pass to his treat- 
ment of Ireland. He appears to consider 
we have been guilty of great offence, 
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because after reinoviug certaiu proclama- 
tiou8 which he criticized in uo invidious 
terms, but in terms of great milduess, we 
find a decrease of agi-arian crime iu 
Ireland. Let me here say that with one 
sentence of very severe denunciation in 
the speech of the right lion. Gentleman 
I should stand in the most cordial con- 
currence but for one slight defect, and 
that was its total want of tnith and 
accuracy. No one, to whatever school 
or creed he belonged, would fail to 
'denounce any Government which would 
condescend to debase itself by making 
the prerogative of clemency an instru- 
,ment for gaining political support. And 
if these acts were proved, we should not 
be behind the right hon. Gentleman in 
the severity of the censure we should 
bestow upon the guilty politicians. The 
principle of the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot be matter of debate. It cannot 
be denied that the wise administration 
and the wise clemency, iu my opinion, of 
my right hon. Friend and of the Irish 
Government has been simultaneous with, 
and has been an illustration, and a 
favourable illustration, I think, of a 
continuing decrease of agrarian crime in 
Ireland. I will only say on that part of 
the subject that it appears to me painful 
to notice the unwillingness, the almost 
resolute determination, of the right hon. 
Gentleman to allow nothing to clemency 
and mercy, nothing to the disposition of 
a political mind which strives as far as 
possible to meet the demands of a nation. 
I thought the whole of that part of the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman was 
pervaded by what I must call the animus 
of coercion. I have not time now to 
examine the great inaccuracies of the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
on that subject, nor will I follow him 
into the argument about the dates of the 
withdrawal of the Coercion Act, or the 
particular parts of the Coercion Act 
withdrawn in various parts of Ireland. 
I must say one word on the subject of 
the Commission appointed under the 
advice of my right hon. Friend the Chief 
Secretary. My right hon. Friend placed 
at the head of that Commission one of 
the most respected Judges in England. 
It was impossible for any man to give a 
better indication of the spirit iu which 
he wished the inquiry to be conducted. 
The right hon. Gentleman has raised two 
Mr. W, £. Gladstone 



points, which are these — one is that cross- 
examination was improperly refused. If 
he can give me a single precedent of a 
case in which cross-examination has been 
practised, I 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : I said there 
was no precedent in Viceregal Commis- 
sions. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : What 
are the Viceregal Commissions in which 
cross-examination has been practised ? 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : And I ask 
for a Return. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : You ask 
for a Return. But why, before a Return 
is granted, make these accusations ? The 
right hon. Gentleman said that Mr. Jus- 
tice Mathew is guilty of giving the ver- 
diet before he heard the evidence. That 
is what the right hon. Gentleman has 
himself been about. The whole of the 
attack on this Commission was an attack 
upon a body upon which it is totally im- 
possible to foi-m a judgment until its 
Report is before us. The charge which 
the right hon. Gentleman made against 
Mr. Justice Mathew is a charge which 
in its fulness and its force as it 
appears to me recoils on himself. The 
Report he has declared must be absolutely 
worthless. If it is to l)e absolutely 
worthless, why does he weaken his own 
position by anticipating the fact ? Why 
does he not wait until the Report is before 
IS, when, if he is justified iu his accusa- 
♦;ion, he might urge it with legitimacy 
and with force. Now, I ought, before 
going to foreign affairs, to give one assur- 
ance with regard to Egan. The right 
hon. Gentleman demands of us that we 
should disclaim the idea which may have 
been charged upon us by some that the 
release of Egan was part of a policy of 
release — that is to say, a policy of release 
other than the policy of release which 
has been traditional in the Home Office, 
and which depends upon the careful exa- 
mination of case by case, auQ upon the 
dealing with each case on its real merits. 
The right hon. Gentleman may receive 
from me on tliis subject the most unequi- 
vocal answer. The subject was raised 
in the debate which preceded the defeat 
and resignation of the last Government 
in August last, and, in terms agreed upon 
with the most competent of my col- 
leagues, I entirely disclaimed any such 
policy of roleaso or any such intention to 
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.seek for political advantage through this 
medium, and I pledged those who were 
then in Opposition under no circum- 
stances to follow a contrary plan to that 
which has been in operation at the Home 
Office in respect to the remission or miti- 
gation of sentences on prisoners. The 
right hon. Gentleman commented on two 
paragraphs of the Speech which relate to 
foreign aifairs. He said he did not com- 
plain of the spirit of the paragraph which 
touches upon the case of Uganda, though 
he appeared to think it was totally out of 
keeping with the sentiments deli- 
vered by those who were in oppo- 
sition when they questioned some, 
proceedings of the late Government 
in respect to the country. He put to me 
a question which was pointed in its 
nature and which deserves a reply. He 
wanted to know if Sir Gerald Portal 
proceeds to Uganda and makes a Report 
upon the subject, what provision is to be 
made for the peace of the country 
during the period between his making 
that Report and the time when that Re- 
port might be received, might be con- 
sidered, and acted upon. The right hon. 
Gentleman seems very sensitive upon the 
condition of Uganda during a period of 
about nine or 12 mouths. Does he 
not see that, with tenfold force, the 
question he has put applies to the de- 
claration of policy he made himself on 
behalf of his colleagues with regard to 
Uganda ? What was that declaration ? 
He disclaimed abandodment. He an- 
nounced in 1892 his intention to apply 
to Parliament in 1893 for powers to 
make a railway. The making of that 
railway of over 700 miles and over an 
elevation of many thousand feet must 
have occupied, I suppose, at least three 
or four years, besides the preliminary 
year of delay with which he began. 
What was to become of Uganda during 
those five years ? He is horrified at the 
idea that Uganda should be for one 
moment without the'; presence of the 
British Government, " but he contem- 
plated with perfect satisfaction the five 
years — a most moderate estimate if Par- 
liament had ever agreed to his railway at 
^11, of which I am doubtful. But I am 
aware that although that is a tu quoqut^ 
it is in a form which shows that five or 
fiix times what we appear to contem- 
plate was the fixed, and announced as 



the fixed, policy of the late Govern- 
ment. Yet tu quoque is a poor argument 
if you rest on tu quoque alone. The 
reason why we have done this is because 
our inquiry is a bona Jide m(\\\\vy . With 
respect to Uganda there may be those in 
this House who think, and there may be 
many who desire, that we should wash 
our hands of it, and have nothing to say 
to it ; but these gentlemen ought to 
consider what are the terms of the 
Charter given by the Crown to the East 
Africa Company. I will not at this 
time of the night attempt to weary the 
House by reading the terms of that 
Charter, but they are most remark- 
able, by reason of the largeness of the 
powers which they convey to the Secre- 
tary of State both for compelling and 
controlling the company, and by the 
manner in which they give authority to 
the company for exercising the rights of 
government. They certainly raise ques- 
tions which are not very easily answered. 
What is the condition of the British 
Government ? Its condition is this — 
that it has been represented in the 
country almost exclusively by two 
parties — on one side the agents of the 
£ast Africa Company, and on the other 
side by the missionaries, to whose inde- 
pendent efforts all possible honour is 
due. But there is no evidence before 
us which proceeds from persons who are 
entitled or who are even well qualified 
to speak on the part of the British 
people, or direct the course which they 
ought to take. The Government of the 
right hon. Gentleman accepted — I do 
not see how they could do otherwise — 
the policy of withdrawal of the com- 
pany. They did not provide — and I do not 
see well how they could wisely have 
provided — any machinery to take up the 
actual work of the company and form a 
consecutive line of proceedings. They 
left a state of things in which we are 
almost entirely in the dark as to what 
may be the relations and what the ex- 
pectations created by the circumstances 
that have taken place. We had no other 
course to take except by sending a com- 
petent person to that country in order to 
make investigations upon the spot and 
to place ourselves in such a position that 
we might be enabled to arrive at a 
rational, temperate, and well-informed 
conclusion on behalf of Parliament and 
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the country. I have seen it stated by a 
gentleman of very good authority that 
Sir Gerald Portal carries to Uganda a 
foregone conclusion, and that he is a 
determined advocate of annexation. If 
that be so, it is not known to us ; it is 
not believed by us. It is believed and it 
is known — we proceed on his own official 
declaration — that he proceeds there with 
large and comprehensive views upon the 
whole question, with an earnest desire to 
bring out its difficultief? as well as its 
obligations, and advise that course which 
may appear for the best, and place us in a 
condition in which wo may be enabled 
to arrive at a rational conclusion. 
Then comes the criticism of the right 
hon. Gentleman upon the case of Egypt. 
The right hon. Gentleman asks me if I 
can give the causes of the late proceed- 
ings of the Khedive in Egypt. Sir, I 
think I am hardly the person to whom 
such an inquiry should be atldressed. 
What we lament and consider unfortu- 
nate is that the Khedive made no com- 
munication to us about these causes, that 
he took a very important measure of in- 
ternal government, and took it not, as we 
conceive, in conformitv with the usa«:e 
which had been long established and un- 
interruptedly pursued — with one excep- 
tion, I may say. There was a circum- 
stance which tended to raise the notion 
that the Prime Minister whom he dis- 
missed was a person whom he might 
properly dismiss — that was, that he was 
unfit for his duty, as he was suffering at 
the time from grave indisposition — an in- 
disposition which at the time disqualified 
him from performing the duties of his 
office. It did not disqualify him, as we 
believed, permanently, but at the same 
time there was aeoui*se open there which 
it would be unfair to suppress. Apai*t 
from that, I am afraid I must refer the 
right hon. Gentleman to other quarters. 
What we had to do wa^ to consider the 
state of facts which arose in consequence 
of the act of the Khedive — an act fol- 
lowed by explanations and assurances on 
his part, the terms of which were such 
that it was impossible for us to take ex- 
ception to them. Wo consider that as 
far as those terms are concerned the rela- 
tions of the two Governments are placed 
on a footing which ought to be perfectly 
satisfactory. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man went a little beyond this — with what 
Mr. fV. E. Gladstone 



intention I do not exactly know. He 
said that there had been rash declara- 
tions on the subject of Egyptian policy. 
It appears to me that when statements 
of that kind are made — and matle with 
regard to persons whom they treat as 
having an important influence on foreign 
policy — they ought to be supporte<i by 
something like particulars. I entirely 
deny the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman. What has been said by me 
on this subject of Egypt is, in my 
opinion, not half so dangerous as what 
has been said to-night by the right hon. 
Gentleman himself. And now I am re- 
ferring to what all have heard. What 
did he mean by his description of the in- 
crease of difficulties in Egypt, and why 
did he dwell on that subject except in 
order to suggest that we ought to lose 
no time in getting out of it ? If not, 
what is the point in any declaration 
made bv me which he refers to as rash 
and dangerous ? I believe that what I 
said was that if Lord Salisbury were able 
to carry to a conclusion the plans and 
policy which he himself had promul- 
gated, which he had pursued with great 
zeal and much ability and nearly brought 
to a conclusion, that ho would have my 
support and approval in concluding them. 
It should be recollected that if Lonl 
Salisbury's plan had been carried out, if 
the Drummond Wolff Treaty had l»e(n 
ratified — ^aud it was not his fault that it 
was not ratified — we should at this 
moment be out of Egypt. It was due to 
an adverse series of circumstances — which 
we were taught to believe were untowanl 
circumstances — that that Treaty was not 
carried into effect. In Egypt there are 
two things perfectly distinct. The one 
is the condition of the occupation, the 
great — ^according to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, the increasing — ilaugers which sur- 
round it ; and the grove political consi- 
derations which are thereby raised, and 
which ought, I think, to l)e reserved ff r 
the most careful and most dispassionate 
consideration. That is one of the 
questions connecte<l with Egypt. We had 
not to deal with that question, but we 
may have to deal with it as our pre- 
decessors had. A communication was 
made in the autumn to the British 
Government to the effect that the French 
Government desired to address to us some 
friendly overtures ujx)!! that subject, and 
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the French Govenimeut were assured, in 
reply, that any such overtures proceeding 
from them woukl be received by us in a 
corresponding spirit; Nothing has oc- 
curred in consequence of those preliminary 
communications ; but possibly something 
may occur, and if it should occur, doubt- 
less among the historical circumstances 
that will assist in guiding us will be the 
very important proceedings adopted by the 
late Government. But the question we 
have had before us is a totallv different 
question. I believe that not perhaps the 
whole of Europe, but that, almost the 
whole of Europe, perceives that we had 
virtually no option in the crisis which 
was recently brought about. Tlje re- 
sponsibility of our position is of the 
gravest character. We are entirely and 
exclusively responsible for the mainten- 
ance of peace and order in Egypt. The 
question whether the evacuation of Egypt 
would l>e a sound policy or not is a totally 
distinct question, and any opinion any man 
may hold upon it ought on no account to 
be allowed to obscure his perception with 
regard to the other and, for the moment, 
imperative question — what are our duties 
to Egypt while Ave stay there ? If our 
duty is plainly to maintain order, if we 
are responsible for the preservation of 
order to all who might suffer from breach 
of order, for my own part I do not see 
how that responsibility is to be avoided. 
Undoubtedly, then, we must not flinch 
from doing — whether it l>e agreeable to 
us or not — that which on a rational and 
temperate view of the circumstances 
is necessary for the purposes of so 
maintaining order. We did not 
proceed on any vague intimation 
or any unwarranted assumption of ojir 
own, but upon the assurances both of 
the civil and military authorities on the 
spot ; and I rejoice to think that what 
has been done has received the general 
acquiescence of the great body of tbe 
community both at home and abroad. I 
think that is all I have to say on the 
subjects referred to by the right hon. 
Gentleman, but I think I must add one 
word more upon the condition of Ireland. 
Perhaps it might be of interest to the 
right hon. Gentleman and the House if 
I gave the figures, whicli are very short, 
that show that the statement in the 
Speech is not a hasty or unau then tica ted 
stutement with regard to agrarian crime. 



In the year 1891 the agrarian offences 
were 472, and in the year 1892 they were 
405. Perhaps more remarkable than 
that is the comparison between the two 
halves of the year 1892. In the first six 
months the offences were 231, in the 
second six months they sank to 174. 
We have faith — within the limits of 
reason and pnidencc — in the operation of 
conciliatory measures. If the right hon. 
Gentleman says, and says with some 
truth, that we are supported in the work 
of maintaining order in Irel.and by 
agencies from which he did not derive a 
similar benefit, does that not raise very 
serious questions as to the soundness of 
his policy for maintaining order in Ire- 
land if it deprived him of some part of 
the social and moral influence which 
might have assisted him ? 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : Not moral. 

Mr. W.E.GLADSTONE : Bv moral 
agencies I mean agencies in the moral 
sphere. The right hon. Gentleman has 
ascribed immorality wholesale to the 
Representatives of Ireland, but he does 
not seem to see the fundamental weak- 
ness implied by that very reproach in 
his own position. What is the position 
of a man who, standing in the face, if 
not of a nation, at any rate of four-fifths 
of a nation, is obliged to mistrust them^ 
and when he has difficulties to meet has 
to have recourse to measures of coercion, 
and is obliged to confess that the Party 
opposing him has great social advan- 
tages over him ? One earnest hope I 
must express, and that is, that we shall 
not be inflamed before the time by violent 
denunciations of the Bill we are about to 
bring in. If, indeed, there were any dis- 
position to hold back that Bill, I could 
understand that the impatience of the 
House might then find vent in denuncia- 
tions of that character. But surely it is 
better that, instead of resorting at this 
early date to rhetoric and decjlamation, 
we should wait to see what are the pro- 
visions which will be propounded for 
the acceptance of Parliament, and should 
then endeavour to give to those pro- 
visions the full advantage of a careful, 
and a deliberate, and, if it may be, even 
a benevolent, judgment. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : There is one 
opinion which the right hon. Gentleman 
attributed to me with regard to Egypt on 
which he was mistaken, and on which I 
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must have conveyed to him an impression 
wliich, I believe, I did not convey to the 
rest of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman appeared to think that I was 
•of opinion that the recent crisis would 
hurry, would necessitate, a more rapid 
evacuation of Egypt than might other- 
wise take place. What I did endeavour 
to explain was that the recent crisis 
showed new difficulties in Egypt, new 
responsibilities, and new dangers that 
would have to be met. The inference 
the right hon. Gentleman drew from my 
words was not the inference I drew 
mvself, nor the inference I intended to 
convev. 

Mk. DUNBAR BARTON (Armagh, 
Mid) : I beg to move the adjournment 
of the Debate. 

Motion ma<le, and Question proposed, 
■*' That the Debate be now adjourned." — 
(Jdr, Barton,) 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 

•Mk. DUNBAR BARTON said, the 
right hon. (icmtlemau the Prime Minister 
had stated that his right hon. Friend 
the Leader of the Opposition had 
Addressed the House in an unprecedented 
manner. It seemed to him (Mr. Barton) 
that his right hon. Friend had, as a 
matter of fact, shown exceptional 
chivalry in his speech. Referring es- 
pecially to the subject of the release of 
the dynamiters, he (Mr. Barton) knew 
he was speaking the feelings of many 
Members of the House when he said 
they would expect more information than 
his right hon. Friend had asked for. 
They would have to ask the Home 
Secretary (Mr. Asquith) how it was that 
the hon. Member for Wexford (Mr. 
Barry) was informed that Egan was to 
be released from Portland Prison on a 
certain morning, and was thus enabled 
to find his way to the door of the prison 
and meet that released convict. If the 
right hon. Gentleman did not furnish 
dome explanation, hon. Members would 
bo led to the conclusion that, in the 
words of a Nationalist newspaper, the 
Government wished to " nobble " E^an 
for one party in Ireland. As the right 
hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister said 
his right hon. Friend had spoken in an 
unprecedented way, it was well to 
Mr, A. J, Balfour 



remind the House that the Government 
had approached Parliament under un- 
precedented circumstances. Speaking 
prior to the General Election of 1885 
the right hon. Gentleman the Prime 
Minister referred to the state of things 
that would arise — and which, as a matter 
of fact, had arisen — if the Liberal Party 
were returned to Parliament in such a 
minority that it might become a majority 
with the aid of the Irish vote. The right 
hon. Gentleman then said, speaking as he 
said " seriously and solemnly," that though 
the Liberal Party was an honourable 
Party and tnistworthy, it would not be 
safe to trust it, under such circumstances, 
to deal with the Government of Ireland, 
and that a Party in such a position and 
dealing with such a question would be a 
" source of danger to the country and 
the Empire." The House thus had it 
on the authority of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Prime Minister himself 
that his Government was under existing 
circumstances a source of danger to the 
country and the Empire. Could the Prime 
Minister be surprised, under these 
circunij^tances, if the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition found it necessary to address to 
him language which naturally did not 
meet with his entire approval ? His 
right hon. Friend the Leader of the 
Opposition was right, and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary was in- 
correct, in the statement he made across 
the Table and in the statement he had 
made at Newcastle, to the eiTect that at 
the Viceregal Commissions hitherto held 
cross-examination had not been per- 
mitted. He (Mr. Barton) had inquired 
into the precedents. He had found that 
there had been at least six such Viceregal 
Commissions during the past 3o years iu 
which cross-examination was freely per- 
mitted. The Commissioners were generally 
Irish lawyers, several of whom afterwards 
became Irish Judges. Among them were 
Lord Justice Barry, Mr. Justice Bewlev, 
Mr.Justice Murphy, the late Judge Lynch, 
and the late Baron Dowse. Surely these 
were not men who would be impugned 
in the House for their ignorance of prece- 
dents. Baron Dowsewas Attorney General 
iu a former Gladstonian Government, and 
certainly he would have taken care to 
inform his mind on the subject of pre- 
cedents. Well, in every one of these 
cases cross - examination was freely 
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allowed, and the parties were repre- 
sented by counsel and solicitors, and the 
Judges subsequently, in their Reports, 
drew attention to the satisfactory results 
of the cross-examination. He could 
confidently assert that if cross-examina- 
tion had not been allowed these Com- 
missions would not have secured that 
amount of public conftdeuce which they 
succeeded in obtaining. The Commis- 
sions of which he spoke included those of 
Londonderry, the earlier Belfast Riots, the 
Belfast Municipal, Dungannon, and 
Lurgan. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary relied upon the last 
Belfast Riot Commission of 1886, but 
he could not have relied upon a more 
unfortunate precedent. What had 
occurred in that case ? Why the 
counsel for the Roman Catholic 
party asked to be allowed to cross-ex- 
amine. When Mr. Justice Day refused, 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy pointed out the pre- 
cedents, and Mr. Justice Day re- 
plied to the following effect : " True, 
I admit that there are precedents, 
but my case is a different one. Parlia- 
ment has given me statutory powers. 
It has given mo by special Act power 
to summon witnesses ; and as I can force 
them to attend, I think we can dispense 
with cross-examination." But what 
what was the present case ? Parliament 
had not given statutory powers, and the 
Commission had no powers of procuring 
the attendance of witnesses, and could 
acquire no powers of the kind save by 
inspiring public respect, and he submitted 
that powers gained in that way would 
in this case be very small. The Chief 
Secretary might fairly be called upon 
to explain how it was that he had 
ignored precedents in the present case, 
particularly having regard to the fact 
that the Commission was a small one. 
He would challenge the right hon. 
Cientleman, furthermore, to defend the 
composition of the Commission when he 
came to speak of it. He had defended 
it at Newcastle, but on extraordinary 
grounds. He had represented that Mr. 
Redington was an Irish landlord. If a 
trades unionist was being tried by a 
blackleg and was told that that was the 
proper person to try the case because he 
was a working man, it would be as reason- 
able as to defend the appointm^t 
of Mr. Redington, because he was a 



landlord. When the Chief Secretary 
and Lord Ripon were enthusiastically 
received at a demonstration in Dublin 
during the late Admin istration,tlus gentle- 
man made a speech in which he not only 
practically justified the Plan of Cam- 
paign, but in which he denounced the 
landlords as the worst enemies of their class 
and the worst enemies of their country. 
No doubt Mr. Redington believed what 
he said ; but was the man who entertained 
such a belief the right sort of man to put 
upon a Commission to try the Irish laud- 
lords ? It was reported in the newspapers 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary was present when the speech 
was made. Did he hear it ? Did 
he know of it ? If he did, how can 
he suggest to us that he was acting 
fairly in putting Mr. Redington on 
the Commission ? Then, as to Mr. 
Roche, Q.C. — ^a respected member of 
his (Mr. Barton's) own profession, and one 
against whom, as a lawyer, he would say 
nothing — he held it to be unfair to 
Mr. Roche, and to all parties con- 
cerned, to put him upon the Commis- 
sion. What was his record ? He was a 
director of the Freeman'' s Journal 
during the most critical period of the 
evicted tenants' question, when Clause 13 
of the Land Act of 1887 was in operation. 
No one could better answer the question, 
"Why was not Clause 13 taken advan- 
tage of by the evicted tenants ? " than 
Mr. Roche. The Freeman^s Journal^ 
for the conduct of which that gentleman 
was responsible, advised the people not 
to take advantage of it. One of the 
most important subjects of the Com- 
mission's inquiry was the cause of the 
failure of this Clause 13 of the Act of 
1887 ; and to appoint that gentleman 
as one of the Judges to try the case was 
contrary to all justice. Probably the 
Chief Secretary was not aware of 
these things before ; but now that the 
facts had been brought under his notice, 
he (Mr. Barton) asked him as a fair- 
minded and honourable statesman how 
he could justify the appointment of 
Mr. Redington and Mr. Roche upon the 
Commission ? If it had been proposed to 
appoint these gentlemen to prosecute the 
landlords, it would have been most unfair ; 
but to constitute these gentlemen the 
Judges of the Irish landlords was a public 
scandal — a scandal which, he ventured 
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to think, would deprive the Commissiou 
and its Report of all value iu the 
eyes of the House and the couutry. 
But what about the other two Commis- 
sioners ? When the Commissiou was 
originally appointed there were two 
other gentlemen upon it. The Chief 
Secretarv at Newcastle had taken credit 
for appointing Mr. O'Brien. Well, if 
the right hon. Gentleman had appointed 
Mr. O'Brien, he had taken care to de- 
prive the Commission of his presence 
very early. He had appointed him to 
another office after he had sat for only 
one dav. Thev were entitled to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to explain whether 
it was intentional or only through care- 
lessness that Mr. O'Brien was promoted 
to another ottice attei liis appointment 
on the Commission. It was true the 
right hon. Gentleman had appointed one 
neutral man on the Commission — Mr. 
Murphy. He (Mr. Barton) knew some- 
thing of politics in Irehind, but he did 
not know that Mr. Murphy was a 
Unionist until he saw it announced in 
the newspapers. He would give the 
Chief Secretary every credit for having 
appointed this gentleman. But what 
happened iu his case ? So shocked 
was he at the high-handed conduct of 
the President, and the proceedings of the 
Commission, that he left the Commission 
iu disgust ; and how could any fair-minded 
man blame the landlords for refusing to 
take part in the proceedings which the 
independent gentleman selected by the 
right hon. Gentleman found to be so in- 
consistent with his honour or position that 
he declined to take part in them ? The 
right hon. Gentleman would find it hard 
to justify those proceedings. He (Mr. 
Barton) did not wish to enlarge upon 
the other subject the right hon. Gentle- 
man referred to — the release of the 
Gweedore prisoners. The hon. Member 
for North Louth (Mr. Timothy Healy), 
who defended the prisoners, had, of 
course, done his best for them, and 
he had had to confess after the 
sentences that they hiul " got off in a 
coach." Had the Chief Secretarv re- 
leased the men on a ticket-of-leave ? 

Mr. J^JklORLEY : No. 

Mr. barton would therefore ask 
for precedents. He would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to tell them the prece- 
dent for men who had pleaded guilty to 
Mr, Barton 



manslaughter, and whom their own 
counsel had declared had got off fortu- 
nately in the sentences they received, 
being released after three years without 
a ticket-of-leave ? 

Mr. timothy HEALY : I cannot 
admit that the men got off fortunately. 
It seems to me that the understanding 
arrived at was broken. 

Mr. barton said that the circum- 
stances to which he was drawing atten- 
tion fairlv entitled him to demand an ex- 
planation from him on these points. On 
what grounds could he justify these re- 
leases ? Why had he released Barabbas ? 
The reason he had offered at Newcastle — 
namely, the peaceful condition of 
Donegal — was neither more nor less than 
a paltry excuse for a revolutionary act. 
What Avas that peaceful condition due to ? 
To the conviction and imprisonment of 
these verv men whom the right hon. 
Gentleman had now sent back without a 
ticket-of-leave to the district in which 
• thev had committed the offence. The 
right hon. Gentleman thought he 
had governed Ireland with success 
dining the last six mouths. The right 
hon. Gentleman's colleagues and the 
leaders of the Nationalist Party joined 
in praising the right hon. Gentleman's 
Administration. If thev were sincere 

m 

in their praise, what a powerful argu- 
ment that was against Home Rule. 
If the right hon. Gentleman had been 
able to govern Ireland with success under 
a Liberal Administration, why were they 
going to waste this Session by bringing 
in this miserable Home Rule Bill which 
everybody knew could not possibly be- 
come law ? If the right hon. Gentleman 
had succeeded in the government 
of Ireland, he had provided the 
most formidable argument against 
Home Rule that could be pro- 
vided. But how had he governed 
Ireland ? He had governed it in a way 
which could not ensure permanent 
success. The right hon. Gentleman and 
his friends were delighted because the 
couutry had not yet been plunged into 
disorder. But it was the Leader of the 
Opposition who had restored order in 
Ireland. The system which the Leader 
of the Opposition set up iu Ireland was 
nQ( a transient system, and the stable 
structure which his right hon. Friend had 
built up could not be destroyed quickly. 



125 Majesty* s Most 



{31 January, 1893} Gracious Speech, 126 



It would take more than six months 
to destroy the good work he had done in 
six years of Unionist Government. How 
had tlie present Chief Secretary governed 
Ireland ? He (Mr. Barton) would not 
deal with outrages. The right hon. 
Gentleman had shown himself a master 
of Castle statistics — he had shown how 
well he could shufHe and deal them. But 
lie ventured to think that the right hon. 
(ientlemau had largely preserved order, 
so far as he had preserved it, by making 
promises which he could never perform, 
and holding out expectations which 
were doomed to disappointment. For ex- 
ample, he had led the Irish Nationalists to 
believe that the evicted tenants would be 
reinstated, and that the honest men who 
had taken their farms would be turned out. 
These promises of the right hon. Geu tie- 
man were bills which would not be met 
when they fell due, and cheques which 
would be dishonoured when presented. 
Under these circumstances, what would 
become of the contentment of the Irish 
people ? The right hon. Gentleman had, 
as a matter of fact, yielded to the 
blackmail of his political associates. The 
right hon. Gentleman would not. refuse 
responsibility for the advice he had 
given the Lord Lieuteuant, and he (Mr. 
Barton) would therefore ask him to 
explain how it was that the Lord 
Lieutenant refused the addresses of 
loyal subjects of the Queen who came 
forward and expressed the view that the 
legislative union was essential. The 
Chamber of Commerce of Dublin was a 
lK)dy of importance, and included men 
whose names commanded general respect. 
Their Council approached the Lord Lieu- 
tenant with a respectful address expressing 
welcome to him without a word of bitter- 
ness or reproach, but adding an opinion 
to the effect that the commercial 
interest* of Ireland would be in- 
juriously affected by any interference 
with the legislative union. How did 
the Lord Lieutenant receive that 
address ? These respected merchants 
of Dublin were sent away, being told 
that their address was an insult to the 
Lord Lieutenant — Lord Houghton. The 
address was similar to the one they had 
presented to the Earl of Aberdeen. 
After that, what were they to believe 
about this veto of the Lord Lieutenant, 
which they were told was to be such a 



great protection for the Loyalists of 
Ireland ? What chance had the 
Loyalists that his veto would be exer- 
cised to protect them when respectful 
addresses submitted by them were not 
listened to, because they expressed ap- 
proval of existing institutions. The 
Methodists of Ireland, than whom 
there was not a more orderly, quiet, 
or retiring body, came forward 
with addresses, stating most respect- 
fully that their lives and liberties 
depended on the maintenance of the 
legislative union, and the Lord Lieu- 



tenant refused to receive them. Then 
in the appointments to Public Boards the 
Chief Secretary had made a clean sweep 
all over the country, removing many 
Unionists or Loyalists, and putting 
Nationalists in their places. He did not 
complain of Nationalists being put on 
the Boards when vacancies occurred 
in a proper way. But was a general 
policy of removal partisanship, or 
was it fair play ? He would take 
the case of the division he represented. 
The Chairman of the Town Com- 
missioners — the principal citizen of 
the town — had been removed, also the 
leading Presbyterian minister, who had 
been seventeen vears on the Board. 
There was a universal belief in the place 
that these two men were selected for 
removal because it was desired to give 
a deUberate slight to the Loyalists of the 
place. The right hon. Gentleman, in 
carrying out his policy of blackmail, had 
been using not only his friends the priests 
and his supporters hi the National Party, 
but all the instnimeuts of coercion which 
remained at his disposal. He had been 
packing juries. In a non-political trial 
at Wicklow, in which the present Attorney 
General prosecuted, about 15 jurors 
were ordered to stand aside, all o/ 
whom were believed to Ije Catholicj;. 
No doubt the Attorney General would 
say, " We set aside jurors in ordei* 
to secure fair trials." Well, that 
was what the late Goveriuueur 
and their supporters had said all 
along. When the Chief Secretary tjauM- 
to justify his release of the (Twtjedoi^- 
prisoners — if he did so— and nukd^* uim o* 
the pretext of jury-packiug, h<' wimi« 
tell him to look into his own Iiuuim uav 
inquire how it came about that lii> u««i 
Attorney General had acted ii tu<- ««»- . 



131 



Address in 



{COMMONS} 



Answer to Her 



132 



than we can in the paths of other indus- 
tries. If we think we can raise more pro- 
duce by a more enlightened system of hus- 
bandry there is, I am satisfied, no land- 
lord sitting on this (the Opposition) side 
of the House who would not gladly en- 
force that view. There are many ways 
in which, in my opinion,. we could con- 
siderably mitigate the difficulties of 
husbandry at this time ; and I am glad 
to see that more than one of my friends 
have Motions down with that object. 
At the same time, we must remember that 
in this matter a great deal depends upon 
the action taken by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. I trust that he will see his 
way to reduce those local burdens which 
press so heavily upon agriculture, and 
which give foreign countries and our 
colonial possessions so great an advan- 
tage over home producers. Speaking as 
largely interested in land, and as being a 
very large farmer on my own account, I 
know that America and our colonial 
dependencies can send produce to Lon- 
don very much cheaper than we can send 
it from the south of Scotland, simply 
owing to the inequality of railway rates. 
Although I am not an advocate of pro- 
tection — and I can tell hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that I have never advocated 
protection — I do think that home pro- 
ducers ought not to be unfavourably 
handicapped by preferences given to 
foreign competitors. We ought to stand 
on level terms with the foreigner when 
his produce reaches this country. It is 
said that it is the best foreign produce 
that is sent to this country. We cannot 
help that. We do not wish for any pro- 
tection bevond that which is fair and 
just and needful. And this applies not 
only to dairy produce and meat, but also 
to fruit and other matters with which we 
are deeply interested from an agricultural 
point of view. There is another point 
on which I should like to see somethins: 
done — a ]X)int of which some notice 
should have been taken in Her Majesty's 
Gracious Speech. I think that all 
foreign animals ought to be slaughtered 
at the port of delwrcation. That would 
entail no extra cost or inconvenience to 
the consumer, and it would be a great 
protection against the importation of 
foreign disease. Then I should also be 
disposed to schedule not only pleuro- 
pneumonia and rinderpest, and every 
other disease at present scheduled under 
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the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, 
but also swine fever and tuberculosis. I 
have no doubt we shall be met with 
opposition from ditferent parts of the 
House, and mainly from gentlemen oppo- 
site, who always imagine that we are 
trying to raise the price of meat on the 
poor man. We are trying simply to do 
what is right and just, and we think that 
unless these diseases are stamped out the 
poor man will suffer more than the rich man. 
I have the greatest horror of tubercu- 
losis. I am satisfied that many young 
people Jiave their constitutions tainted 
with that fell disease amongst cattle, 
and it is rather to prevent that, and to 
take the proper and right view in regard 
to the poor man, that I venture to 
make this suggestion to the President 
of the Board of Agriculture. And here 
I must congratulate the President of 
the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Herbert 
Gardner) on the firmness of his attitude 
in carrying out the action of his 
predecessor in office. No doubt he has 
had difficulties to contend with. No 
doubt he may have felt disposed to take 
a somewhat opposite view, but he has 
not acted from Party motives. He has 
been just and equitable, and for that he 
deserves the support and confidence of 
this side of the House. I trust the sugges- 
tions I have made will meet with a favour- 
able response from Members sitting below 
the Gangway on this side of the House. 
They have every reason to desire that all 
cattle diseases should be stamped out, 
and that foreign cattle should be 
slaughtered at the port of landing. If 
this is done we shall have to go to Ire- 
land for our store cattle, and knowing 
that Ireland is essentially an agricul- 
tural country, and that every Irish Mem- 
ber must feel deeply interested in the 
agricultural industry, I do trust that 
those Meml>ers will give us their support 
in carrvinff out the measures which we 
deem so uecessarv. If the Government 
propose those measures we shall be very 
glad to afTonl them all the assistance in 
our power in carrying them. Another 
matter I wish to refer to is this : Could we 
not make some effort during this Parlia- 
ment — whether it be a short or a long- 
lived one — to give l)etter bonnes and 
homes to the working classes ? Could 
not the Government see their way to 
enable landowners, who are by no means 
in a very healthy condition as regards 
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their finances, to raise money at a cheap 
rate in order to give better houses to the 
Avorking classes ? If they could see their 
way to do that they would earn great 
credit throughout the country. Just one 
word on Ireland. To my mind there is 
far more interest taken in social ques- 
tions than in the one great question that 
I suppose is to monopolise the whole of 
the time of this House during the pre- 
sent Session — a question which two- 
thirds of the constituencies do not care a 
rash about. It is monstrous that .where 
there is so much depression in trade, par- 
ticularly in agriculture, we should be 
concentrating our attention upon effect- 
ing a revolution in our Constitution, and 
in satisfying the small band of so-called 
patriots in Ireland who do not, as we 
believe in this part of the House, repre- 
sent Ireland in its entirety. Then there 
is a question which, I believe, Gentle- 
men on the other side of the House lay 
great store by. They talk of " One Man 
One Vote," without in any way looking 
at the consequences of such a piece of 
legislation, or considering the justice and 
fairness of the proposal. Why should 
not a person, provided he has intelli- 
gence, be permitted to vote in two 
counties, supposing he has property in 
them ? " One Man One . Vote " seems 
to me a monstrous proposition, unless it 
is accompanied with the provision of 
"one vote one value." I hope it will 
not meet with ready acquiescence — ^at 
any rate on this side of the House. In 
regard to Uganda and Egypt, the 
Government deserve the hearty congratu- 
lations of the House for the course 
they have followed. Coming to Scot- 
land, the most important paragraph 
in the Queen^s Speech is that in which 
it is stated that attention will likewise 
be invited to measures " for the preven- 
tion of the growth of new vested 
interests in the Ecclesiastical Establish- 
ments in Scotland and in Wales." I 
want to know the reason of that 
sentence. We have had none assigned 
as yet, except the precedent quoted last 
night. The Prime Minister stated last 
night that a Suspensory Bill was passed 
in the case of the Irish Church because 
the House was on the eve of a dissolu- 
tion. Are we to understand, before the 
Address has been voted, that the Govern- 
ment are going to the country in a 
very short period of time ? That is the 



interpretation which any one would place 
on what the right hon. Gentleman stated 
to the House last night. He denied alto- 
gether that the Suspensory Bill was the 
sequence of the passing of a certain 
Resolution, which stated that the Irish 
Church would be disestablished and dis- 
endowed. That was the meaning my 
right hon. Friend on this side of the 
House attached to the Suspensory Bill, 
but it was repudiated by the Prime 
Minister. The Welsh Members, I under- 
stand, are fairly unanimous as to the ex- 
pediency of disestablishment in Wales, 
but it must be remembered that there 
are a large number of persons in the 
Principality who are not quite so 
anxious for the change as the Welsh 
Members. There are a large number 
of clergymen who are doing good, and 
who wish to continue doing it, wha 
are not desirous of the change, also a 
large number of students who are pre- 
paring for the ministry. Those people, 
and many besides them, think that dis- 
establishment, instead of increasing the 
activity of the Church, will have the 
reverse effect. But I can speak with 
more authority and knowledge on the 
subject of the Church of Scotland. To 
disestablish that Church I am convinced 
would be to damage the zeal of many 
who aspire to the ministry, and wish 
to devote their lives to the service of the 
Scotch Church. What reason does the 
Prime Minister or any of his colleagues 
assign for this part of the Address ? 
There has been no reason whatever 
assigned. We had in the last Sessiou 
of Parliament a very remarkable illustra- 
tion of the versatility of the Prime 
Minister's mind. We saw how com- 
pletely he changed his front, because he 
thought that change of front was suited to 
the circumstances of the dav. It was not 
long before the General Election. He 
had had many opportunities of satisfying 
himself of the attitude of the Scottish 
people on this question, and he had 
promised over and over again that full 
opportunity should be given to Scotland, 
as it had been given to Ireland, to 
express its feeling on the matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman went down 
to Midlothian apparently satisfied 
that he had hit the right nail on the 
head ; and what was the result of his 
extraordinary change of front during the 
last Parliament ? Why, in 1885, when 
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the right hon. Gentleman was elected 
for Midlothian, after a long and severe 
contest, he had the magnificent majority of 
3,931. At the election of 1892 he had 
the insignificant majority of 660. To 
what was that attrihutahle ? Why, it was 
entirely to he attributed to his conduct 
in connection with the Established Church 
of Scotland. If anything was calculated 
to injure his reputation as a far-seeing 
statesman it was his attitude on the 
Church of Scotland, and now he invites 
us to commence this scheme of confisca- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman has 
said over and over again that aU he 
wishes to live for is to give justice to 
Ireland. Does he wish to give injustice 
to Scotland ? The Scotch people do not 
want this measure. The people of Scot- 
land are satisfied in the matter. We may 
have a majority against us in this House, 
but I am satisfied that if a fair plebiscite 
of the whole of Scotland were taken — 
if a double ballot could be taken at a 
General Election, one for the election 
proper and the other for the Church, as 
the Church Party desire — ^a large number 
of people who voted Liberal would also 
vote for the Established Church. Is 
there any reason why, in the year 1893, 
we should for the first time have a direct 
proposition from the Government in 
power for the disestablishment and dis- 
endowment of the Church of Scotland — 
for that is what this amounts to ? It is 
the first nail, as you might say, in the 
coffin. If you drive home that nail, you 
must follow up and drive many more 
nails in before you effect your purpose. 
Does the Church of Scotland command 
the sympathy, the respect, and veneration 
of the people of Scotland ? Why, there 
never was a time when more life, more 
vigour, more work was done by that 
Church. I do not say by any means that 
the Church of Scotland is perfect. Far 
from it. It is after all only a human 
institution. You may find many flaws 
in the constitution of that Church, but I 
will say that there is a more determined 
effort now made by the Church to do 
good than there ever was before. This 
is proved by the universal liberality 
shown by it during the past few years. 
It is proved by the fact that you have 
over 350 new parishes organised and en- 
dowed since the great disruption in 1843. 
It 'is proved by the fact that it is pos- 
sible not only to continue the old parish 
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system in outlandish places in the High- 
lands and Islands and elsewhere, where 
no other provision is made for supplying 
the religious needs of the population, 
but to place new churches in large centres 
of the population where no church could 
have existed but for some endowment, 
and but for the existence of a great 
organising body like the Church of 
Scotland. The members of the Scotch 
Church desire to join hand in hand with 
its sister churches, and even to share its 
endowments with them. There are 
agitators in Scotland, however, as there 
are in Ireland, and when the Prime 
Minister and his colleagues are upder 
their heel, they, of course, find it neces- 
sary to introduce drastic measures to 
keep themselves in power. Those who 
are advocating these changes in Scotland 
are, however, by no means the largest 
following of Gentlemen opposite. How 
will disestablishment quicken the 
activity of the Church of Scotland ? 
Is it to be supposed that the many young 
men who are pressing forward in the 
Universities with the object of entering* 
the Church of Scotland will display the 
same eagerness and ardour if they find 
that the endowments of the Church, 
small as they are, are in extremis f The 
State may later on seize something else. 
There are endowments in the Free 
Church as in the Established Church. 
I know it is not at present proposed to 
touch them, but political affairs move 
very quickly, and if Gentlemen opposite 
are successful in one act of spoliation, 
they may perhaps be successful in others. 
Hon. Members have heard a good deal 
about buying support, but I consider the 
present proposal of the Government a 
greater act of corruption than the hat- 
bauds at the Walsall election. When 
the result of the last Midlothian election 
was announced, a whisper went round 
the country that disestablishment was 
to be dropped, and immediately the 
Liberals who had been supporting 
Uuionist candidates went back to their 
old cause, in the belief that the Church 
of Scotland was safe. The people of 
Scotland feel on this question of dis- 
establishment a great deal more strongly 
than they feel on the question of Uganda 
or the question of Egypt, and they are 
determined, come weal or come woe, to 
bitterly oppose and resent any proposal 
tending in that direction. 
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•Mr. J. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, 
Partick) congratulated his right hon. 
Friend the Member for Berwick- 
shire (Mr. Marjoribanks) upon the state 
of discipline into which he had brought 
the Liberal forces, and said he was 
pleased to see that even six months of 
absence had not led to any desire on the 
part of the Government supporters to 
express any opinion in the House. He 
thought, however, they would presently 
come to feel that readiness to meet their 
political opponents face to face had 
more weight in the country tha^ mere 
willingness to harangue in places where 
they could not be answered. It had been 
intimated that Suspensory Bills for the 
Church of Scotland and the Church in 
Wales were to be introduced. The 
Prime Minister had said that the Irish 
Suspensory Bill was passed because the 
House was on the eve of dissolution, 
and not because it was an adequate 
sequel to the Disestablishment Resolu- 
tions, and, further, that there was no 
connection between the two. He (Mr. 
Smith) was totally at a loss to under- 
stand that statement, inasmuch as the 
Irish Suspensory Bill embodied the sub- 
stance of the Resolution previously 
passed, which declared that it was 
expedient to prevent the creation of new 
personal interests by the exercise of 
patronage. It was quite true that the 
Suspensory Bill was not an adequate 
sequel to the Disestablishment Resolu- 
tions, the only adequate sequel being the 
Bill for the complete disestablishment of 
the Church of Ireland, which was 
brought in immediately after the appeal 
to the country. The probability of being 
able to carry a measure of that kind was 
the only thing that could justify the 
Government in bringing forward a Sus- 
pensory Bill. Was it the intention of 
the Government that the Suspensory 
Bill they had just announced should 
follow on the lines of the Irish Bill by 
being made of only one year's operation ? 
If that was their intention, and they 
were prepared to follow the measure up 
by immediate action, they were 
justified on their own principles 
in what they were doing. If they 
merely wished to pass a Suspensory Bill 
which would be nothing more than a 
Resolution their action was wholly un- 
justifiable. It must be remembered that 
in the case of Ireland almost the whole 



of the patronage was in the hands of the 
Crown and the Bishops. It was perfectly 
arguable in that case that during the 
period that must ensue before the Dis-* 
establishment Act was passed there 
might be abuse of patronage by the 
ministers then in power and by the 
Bishops. In Scotland there was no 
patronage at all, the appointment of 
ministers being wholly in the hands of 
the people. Was there the smallest 
shadow of pretence that there would 
be any abuse of power of that, 
character ? He could hardly believe 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Prime Minister was serious in saying 
that a measure of the kind proposed 
would not injure the Church. At the 
present moment the Church to which 
he himself belonged was vacant, the 
minister having gone to another parish, 
and he (Mr. Smith) was a member of 
the committee that was looking for a 
new minister. Every man who had the 
slightest chance of being chosen was in 
charge of a church in another part of 
the country. If a Suspensory Act were 
passed, could anyone expect these men 
to leave their present positions, in total 
ignorance of the conditions under which 
they would have to work in the future ? 
The particular church he was referring 
to was an important one, in an 
important parish, and yet the people- 
would have to be content with the 
ministry of some raw young man, as. 
they would be totally unable to obtain 
such a man as they wanted. This was 
just one instance of the mischief which 
the passing of such a Bill would do. 
He could understand and sympathise 
with the position of men who held that 
it was wrong that there should be any 
connection between Church and State, 
and that in severing such connection 
they were doing nothing but good to the 
Church of Scotland. He could also 
understand, but did not sympathise with, 
men who were blinded by jealousy ^nd 
dislike of another ecclesiastical bodv. 
He could not believe that any man who 
was seeking to do not evil to the Church 
of Scotland but good to religion would 
accept such a scheme as was con- 
templated by the Government. Only 
those whose concern was the benefit 
not of religion but of their own sect 
would accept it. Their outcry was like 
the cry of the false mother before King 
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Solomon, becanse genuine voluntaries 
would be prepared rather to give up the 
child altogether than to destroy it. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Prime Min- 
ister was a pure Scotchman when it was 
a question of depreciating or chastening 
the English race, but on all ecclesiastical 
matters he was a pure Englishman and 
an Anglican of the Anglicans. The right 
hon. Gentleman, who boasted himself 
of Scotch birth, had now been a 
Scottish Member of Parliament for 
nearly 15 years, but whenever these 
•questions were under discussion he 
looked on from the outside, never pre- 
tending to have any knowledge of them, 
or to take any personal interest in them. 
For many years, instead of expressing 
any opinion of his own, which as a 
Scotch representative he might have 
been expected to form, it had been his 
pride to look at Scotch questions from 
the outside, and to express his views by 
quoting and misquoting the declaration 
of an English statesman avowedly speak- 
ing on general grounds, and in ignorance 
of the merits of the question. With 
regard to Wales, no doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman did feel strongly, and had 
spoken in a way that was probably not 
altogether acceptable to his supporters 
below the Gangway. How could the right 
hon. Gentleman bring himself to leave the 
Church in Wales in such a position as 
he knew it would be left in by the 
passing of a Suspensory Act ? There 
was one patent fact to which with per- 
fect candour the right hon. Gentleman 
had alluded on the previous evening — 
the fact that the representatives of 
Wales, by a majority of 28 to 2, were in 
favour of disestablishment. The right 
hon. Gentleman, whenever he happened 
to be defeated, could, with most marvel- 
lous subtlety, enter into all sorts of 
meteorological calculations, which would 
reason away any state of facts, but when 
he was successful he declined absolutely 
to look behind the most immediate facts, 
or to take into consideration anything 
that could give a truer picture of the 
state of public opinion. He pinned his 
faith to the numbers on the benches 
behind him, and resolutely refused to 
see anything further. There was a 
certain Midlothian plebiscite which very 
decidedly changed in 1885 the attitude 
which the right hon. Gentleman was 
popularly believed to have gone down 
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to Scotland ready to adopt. There was 
also a very significant Midlothian plebis- 
cite which took place last July. 
What the Church of Scotland asked was 
that the opinion of the people of Scot- 
land should be taken fairly on the ques- 
tion. Ten year^ ago the right hou. 
Gentleman the Member for Midlothian 
held the view that the case of Scotland 
was far stronger than that of Ireland, 
and that if the latter country was en- 
titled to a General Election upon the 
question of the disestablishment of its 
Church, Scotland had a far stronger 
claim to one. At the last General Elec- 
tion the Disestablishment question was 
kept in the background, and did not greatly 
influence votes in most of Scotland, and 
for this reason, therefore, they demanded 
that before the subject came up for 
serious consideration, there should be 
taken, either by a plebiscite, by a re- 
ferendum, or by a direct vote, the opinion 
of the Scotch people upon it. By the 
result of such a verdict they were per- 
fectly prepared to abide. Their feeling 
could not be stated more clearly than it 
was by Mr. Gladstone in 1879. He 
(Mr. Parker Smith) did not intend or 
desire to quote the right hon. Gentleman's 
words in order to make a point against 
him, for it appeared to him there was 
nothing which so completely proved the 
greatness of the man as the fact that 
there were no fetters which could bind 
him. He was stronger than Sampson ; 
he could not be bound even by his own 
words. But at that time the right hon. 
Gentleman evidently well understood 
their position, for he said that all they 
were afraid of was that some attempt 
would be made to smuggle the Estab- 
lished Church of Scotland out of exist- 
ence, and the question he put into their 
mouths was whether members and 
ministers of that Church might make 
themselves assured, so far as there could 
be certainty in human affairs, that con- 
sideration would be given to these fears 
on the part of the people before Parlia- 
ment proceeded to deal with the question. 
The right hon. Gentleman on that occasion 
stated that that was an absolutely rea- 
sonable demand. Had he now changed 
his opinion ? It seemed to him that the 
present proposal to introduce a Suspen- 
sory Bill was a piece of Parliamentary 
strategy, used in the hope of gaining 
votes ; it was a mere trick, and the 
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attempt to deal with the matter in that 
way would be strongly resented in Scot- 
land. It would fail to secure the sup- 
port of "hundreds and thousands of those 
who were most profoundly in favour of 
Disestablishment, and it certainly would 
not pass through the House without full 
discussion and without the Government 
being pressed to disclose its scheme of 
Disestablishment, and to pledge itself to 
follow up the Bill by immediate action. 
If they failed to get this information and 
these assurances they would know that 
behind the Bill was the desire to cripple 
the Church, * to scotch it, and to 
leave it maimed and paralysed until 
such time as they were ready to 
come forward and kill it. He did 
not suspect the Front Bench of any 
special hatred of the Church of Scotland ; 
he had no doubt that in their own minds 
right hon. Gentlemen looked upon 
it as a mere counter in the high 
game of politics. They had had no time 
to look into the merits of the question at 
all ; with them it was a vote-catching 
fulmination. But the people of Scotland 
would not sjmpathise with it ; whatever 
view they might take upon the question 
they still had faith in the Church of 
Scotland ; they believed in it as an 
agency which had worked mightily for 
good in the past ; and, whether estab- 
lished or disestablished, they believed 
that would be a grand agency on the side 
of religion and goodness in the future. 

•The secretary for SCOT- 
LAND (Sir George Trevelyan, 
Glasgow, Bridgeton) : It is from no 
desire to prolong a general Debate upon 
the subJQct of the Scotch Church that I 
rise at this moment, but I do so out of 
respect for the measured and thoughtful 
speech of the hon. Member who has just 
sat down, and the earnest speech which 
was made from the Benches opposite. I 
shall certainly not enter into this subject 
at length ; but I desire to answer one or 
two criticisms which have been made on 
our Suspensory Bill — which has not yet 
been seen by the hon. Member — and the 
Suspensory Bills in general. One or two 
questions put by the hon. Member who 
last spoke merit an answer. In one 
respect the hon. Member occupies rather 
a weak position, seeing that he, speaking 
from Benches which recognise the 
leadership of a certain eminent man, has 
made a speech directed against the prin- 



ciple of religious equality and against the 
principle of Disestablishment, with special 
reference to the disestablishment of the 
Scotch Church, when his own leader on 
a critical occasion voted with those who 
called for the disestablishment and disen- 
dowment of that Church on broad public 
grounds. My hon. Friend has not left 
us in any doubt as to his own feelings in 
the matter : he is against the disestab- 
ment of the Scotch Church, and he does 
not follow his leader in that matter. 
Now, into the question of religious 
equality in general, and as to whether or 
not the Church should be disestab- 
lished 

Mr. PARKER SMITH : I did not 
enter into the merits of the Church Dis- 
establishment question, though I did not 
conceal my opinion on the matter ; all I 
contended was that that question should 
be fairly and fully submitted to the people 
most concerned. 

Sir GEORGE TREVELYAN : My 
hon. Friend, in the course of his speech, 
commented on the nature of the agitation in 
Scotland and upon the conduct of the 
Government in taking up the question in 
a way that would prevent any measiire for 
the disestablishment and disendowment of 
the Church of Scotland from being 
carried if his views were generally en- 
tertained by Scotch Members, and would 
indeed prevent any Minister from moving 
in the matter. The hon. Member put 
two questions, both of which it is im- 
portant should be answered. The first 
reassured me very much as to the 
manner in which hon. Members will meet 
the Bill when it is brought before the 
House. He asked whether this Bill in 
favour of cancelling vested interests 
might be regarded in the light of a 
general resolution in favour of Disestab- 
lishment; and if it would leave the Scotch 
Church long in suspense, was it intended 
merely to catch votes, or was it a definite, 
practical measure intended to remain in 
force for a limited time, which he himself 
defined to be a year, and tobefollo>red at 
the expiration of that period by immediate 
action on the part of the Government? 
Was it a genuine earnest of the in- 
tention of the Ministry to deal practically 
and promptly with the question ? I say 
that we desire to be judged by the test 
which he himself has laid down, and I 
ask him to wait for a short time until we 
can lay the Bill before the House. I am 
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willing to rest our justification on that 
ground. Then my hon. Friend, in a 
particularly interesting part of his speech, 
spoke of the damage which this Bill 
might inflict on the Church of Scotland 
even after it was disestablished. He 
apprehends that there are certain large 
populous, and, therefore, probably very 
well-paid livings which may become 
vacant ; that ministers who could fill 
them with propriety and satisfaction to 
the congregation would be debarred from 
accepting an invitation to them through 
the fear that their vested interests would 
not be considered, and that, therefore, 
they would fall to the lot of those 
whom he speaks of as young and 
crude ministers, who were not at all 
adequate to the duties to be performed. 
That is a point which has been very 
carefully considered by the Government. 
I quite agree with my hon. Friend that 
to make this Bill a method of damaging 
the Church in that particular — ^f or a very 
serious damage it would be — would not 
be a justifiable proceeding. I fully admit 
the force of the argument of my hon. 
Friend when he says that the Church of 
Scotland stands upon a very different 
footing from that of the Irish Churchy 
inasmuch as the patronage of the former 
is in the hands of the congregations, by 
whom, as Scotch Members know, it is 
most worthily exercised — whereas that 
of the latter is, to a large extent, in 
the hands of the Government. But 
when a good minister is appointed by 
the congregation of the Established 
Church he has advantages over equally 
good ministers who are appointed by 
the other Churches of Scotland, ad- 
vantages which we believe the great 
majority of the Scotch people hold ought 
not to continue to exist. [An hon. 
Member : " No I"] At any rate, it is my 
opinion that the majority hold that view. 
The hon. Baronet who spoke first to-day 
asked, " What is the use of introducing 
this Bill as a Suspensory Bill ?" I will 
tell him a good thing cannot be done too 
soon, and a good thing cannot be begun 
too soon ; and this is, at any rate, a 
beginning. I cannot understand why the 
hon. Baronet lectures us on our small ma- 
jorities. He talks of himself as standing 
on a rock raised by the confidence and 
gratitude of the Scotch people. But the 
rock from which he looks down is 
nothing compared with that on 
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wbich the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Midlothian stands ; and, as 
compared with my 0WU9 so far from 
being a rock, it is a miserable* molehill. 
Anyone who consults Dod will see 
that the hon. Member for the Partick 
Division should be the very last to speak 
of small majorities. The hon. Gentle- 
man below the Gangway asks my hon» 
Friends about me why they do not 
repeat in Parliament the speeches asd 
promises made on the platform. The 
reason is that the promise which thejr 
most frequently made on the platform 
was to do everything in . their power to 
further business, and to give the country 
that legislation for which it has been so 
long waiting. They want to see the 
Bills and to help to pass them, and they 
know that every half-hour spent in 
discussing the general principles of 
measures which are not before the 
House, and in the bandying to and fro of 
old Party taunts, of which we had 
enough at the General Election, is so 
much time wasted and taken from the 
practical legislation which they promised 
on the platforip. The hon. Gentleman 
below the Gangway made one refer- 
ence to my right hon. Friend the 
Prime Minister which I cannot 
allow to pass. The hon. Gentle- 
man says that the Prime Minister 
makes use only for political purposes of 
Scotch ecclesiastical questions, that his- 
heart is with English ecclesiastical 
questions, and that he does not under- 
stand Scotch feeling on these matters* 
I appeal to every Member who belongs 
to ,one of the two great non-protected 
religious bodies in Scotland, and to a 
great many who belong to the Established 
Church, to say whether the most 
satisfactory, the most ample, the most 
exhaustive, and the most pregnant speech 
ever made on Scotch ecclesiastical 
matters within these walls, in our life- 
time at any rate, was not that made by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Midlothian upon the Patronage Bill .^ . 
In that speech he showed that be 
thoroughly understood the feeling of 
the great voluntary Churches in Scot- 
land, and expressed that feeling as it hafr 
never been expressed before. The 
feeling of those Churches is that, whereas 
their fathers, and in some cases them- 
selves, many years ago, on a great 
occasion, vindicated freedom for them- 
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selves, now ihej have oome to the 
conclusion, by slow but sure degrees, 
that it is their dutj to extend that free- 
dom to all Scotland together. Thej 
believe that true freedom can never be 
obtained by a Church trammeled by State 
support, and that true religious equality 
cannot exist where State privilege has 
been given and is preserved. Privilege 
—always oppressive and always inde- 
fensible — they believe to be most 
oppressive and most indefensible in 
religious affairs ; and they firmly believe 
that it will be not only an act of justice 
towards themselves, but an act of libera- 
tion, of strengthening, and of true 
advantage in the highest sense to the 
Church of Scotland itself when that 
measure is passed, of which this measure 
which will be soon on the Table of the 
House, is a forerunner, under circum- 
stances which, in the words of the hon. 
Gentleman below the Gangway (Mr. 
Parker Smith), will be "absolutely 
justifiable.^* 

Sir CHARLES PEARSON (Edin- 
burgh and St. Andrews Universities) : I 
shall not intei*pose for many moments to 
give further colour to the charge which 
has been made, that this discussion tends 
to a waste of the time of the House. The 
topic which the right hon. Gentleman has 
dealt with is one of such surpassjing 
interest, not only to Scotland, but to 
England and Wales, that it would be 
wrong to suppose thatf anyone who 
associates himself with the protest which 
has been made is in any sense whatever 
wasting the time of the House. In the 
Speech from the Throne a declaration 
is made by the Government that they in- 
tend to legislate for the prevention of 
the growth of new vested interests in 
ecclesiastical establishments in certain 
parts of the country. The right hon. 
Gentleman repudiated one view which 
gives a possible meauiug to these words. 
I wish he had been able to give the 
House a little more information than he 
did as to how vested interests in the imme- 
diate future can be prevented from increas- 
ing consistently with any Suspensory Bill 
which would not have the effect of 
paralysing the action of the Church and 
of laying a practical interdict upon it. 
Any proposal which may be wrapped up 
in the words of the Speech must necessarily 
be an unjustifiable proposal, and must 
result in the paralysis of the Chiu'ch. I 



carry the matter further than the hon* 
Member for the Partick Division, who 
quoted a case in his own experience in 
which ministers having vested interests 
would be unable to accept a call to a 
Church. If the right hon. Gentleman 
accepts the precedent of the Irish Church 
Suspensory Bill,then the present Bill either 
will have no application to the present 
state of ecclesiastical arraogements in 
Scotland, or else it will operate not only 
to deter existing incumbents from com- 
peting for a vacancy, but will prohibit the 
filling up of the vacancies themselves. A 
reference to the Irish Church BJll will 
show that, so far as it was intended to 
have operation, that would have been its 
effect. I should like to know whether 
the Government admit the Irish Church 
Bill as a precedent or not ? I think I 
have said enough to show that if it is 
this Bill will have a most unfair and 
partial operation against the best interests 
of religion in those parts of the country 
to which it is intended to apply. A dis- 
tinction ran through the remarks of the 
Prime Minister on this topic which the 
House should take note of. The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that there was no 
connection between the previous passing 
of the Resolutions for Irish Disestablish- 
ment and the introduction of the Sus- 
pensory Bill. That the introduction of the 
Suspensory Bill was not an adequate nor 
satisfactory sequel to the passing of the 
Resolutions for Disestablishment, I admit ; 
because undoubtedly the only adequate 
sequel was the introduction of the Dis- 
establishment Bill itself. The right hon. 
Gentleman, however, denied that the 
one was the natural sequel of the other. 
There I am totally unable to follow him. 
I say that to take up this question of the 
suspension of further vested in teres ts^ 
before Parliament has affirmed the pro- 
position that the Church should be dis- 
established, and that it is inexpedient 
to allow further vested interests to be 
created, is, in the strictest sense of the 
word, a preposterous proposal. I go even 
further. The right hon. Gentleman said 
we ought not to be prohibited from 
having regard to other circumstances. I 
agree with him. There are many circum- 
stances which ought to be taken into 
account as applicable to the present case. 
But, as to whether the proceedings of 
1868 form a precedent or not, one of the 
most cogent circumstances to be taken 
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into account is that, whereas in 1 868 the 
House had bj a considerable majority 
passed Resolutions affirming the necessity 
for Disestablishment, in the present 
case there is not only the absence of that 
fact, but the prcFCuce of the contrary. 
The Resolution has been over and 
over again laid before the House of Com- 
mons, and it has been always negatived. 
That seems to me to be a circumstance 
to which the Government is bound to 
look in considering whether they are 
entitled to lay before the House a sus- 
pensory measure, and I therefore asso- 
ciate myself in the strongest way with the 
protest against the unfairness — the 
double and the treble unfairness — of this 
proposed piece of legislation. I say 
treble unfairness, because, in the first 
place, I have no doubt whatever that 
upon fuller discussion of this question 
the opinion of Scotland in the main will 
be that it will have the most disastrous 
effect upon the interim administration of 
Church affairs. In the second place,, we 
are face to face, for the first time in the 
consideration of this question, with an 
attempt to shift the issue from the only 
fair ground on which it could be tried, 
for the House is asked to discuss a 
measure which, though it does not directly 
raise the question of disestablishment, 
will not prevent the discussion of that 
question, and can only be passed on the 
assumption that disestablishment is 
certain to come. In the third place, I 
should like to hear a little more as to the 
aspect of the case that I am going to 
refer to, and that is the comparison of 
the relative situations upon this question 
of England and Wales and Scotland. If 
there was anything in the reply of the 
right lion. Gentleman (Sir George 
Trevelvan) it was this : that the circum- 
stance which he looked at as justifying 
the introduction of this measure is the 
fact .that certain majorities of the Scotch 
Members had pronounced, in what he 
considered a constitutional way, in favour 
of the disestablishment of the Church. I 
should like to know how that considera- 
tion is to be applied to the question in 
England and Wales ? We deprecate 
altogether the right of the Government 
to brush aside the interest of the Church 
of England in this matter, and say that 
it is to be treated merely as a matter of 
local interest and concern. If that be so, 
I should like to know how the Govern- 
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ment would like to be treated by the 
same principle which they are willing to 

apply to Scotland in the great question 

the much larger question than the Scotch 
one — that is, the disniption of the Church 
of England into two parts, when it is 
notorious that if the votes of the English 
Members were taken in the constitutional 
way in which it is supposed the votes of 
the Scotch Members have been taken, 
the proposal of the Government would 
fail. I therefore join in the objection 
against this proposed measure, and regrret 
that at this stage we cannot go further. 
•Mr. RICHARD M. DANE 
(Fermanagh, N.) said he desired to say a 
few words on the condition of Ireland 
He had always regarded it as a most un- 
fortunate fact that Ireland should have 
been made from time to time the battle- 
field of Political Parties, l)ecause the 
result of such had been that the work of 
every Minister, and the efforts of every 
Government who meant well towards Ire- 
land, had been frustrated by reason of the 
fact that each successive Minister, or each 
successive Government, had endeavoured 
as rapidly as it could to undo the work 
which its predecessor had done. He 
thought, also, that the history of Ireland 
had not been as thoroughly appreciated 
by the people of England and Scotland 
as it ought to have been. That history 
told us that since the country had been 
conquered in the reign of Henry II., and 
finally subdiAd in the reign of Elizabeth, it 
had been the battle-field of English 
Political Parties, and that before that 
latter period it had been the battle-field of 
its own native Princes and Chiefs. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Midlothian had told us in his interesting 
speech that he had always been moved 
by a strong belief in the policy of con- 
ciliation towards Ireland. He (Mr. 
Dane) admitted the fact, but he believed 
the House would come to the conclusion 
that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
always been successful in justifying that 
belief. It was that same policy of conci- 
liation which drove Earl Cowper and poor 
Mr. Forster from the Government of Ire- 
land in 1882. It was the same policy of 
conciliation which M'as rewarded the day 
their successors came to Ireland — that 
memorable day in May, 1 882 — when Lord 
Frederick Cavendish and the unhappy 
Mr. Burke met their fate on the soil of 
the Phoenix Park. The so-called policy 



149 Majesty^ 8 Most {1 February, 1893} Gracious Speech, 



150 



of coDciliation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Midlothian was 
considered by those in Ireland who re- 
spected the laws of their country as a 
mere pandering to the disloyal classes of 
the country. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had quoted some figures in reference 
to the decrease of agrarian crime in Ireland. 
He told us that whilst in 1891 the num- 
ber of agrarian cases of crime was 472, 
that in the succeeding year it decreased 
to 405. To anyone who knew the history 
of the country that was certainly a 
striking decrease. To what was it due ? 
He claimed to know the condition of 
Ireland well ; he lived in the country ; 
he loved the countrv, and he had an inti- 
mate knowledge of the people of the 
country ; and he said without any hesita- 
tion that the decrease in crime was due 
to the firm and able administration of 
the right hon. Gentleman who now leads 
the Opposition. And he said, further, 
that at no time in the history of Ireland 
— since Scotland sent Dnimmond as 
Secretary to Ireland in 1835, until the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition went there as Chief Secretary 
— was such an intimate knowledge 
shown by any statesman of the condition 
of the people, or a greater desire to benefit 
them, regardless of politics or Party. The 
Prime Minister analysed crime in 1892, 
and placed it in two divisions, and said 
that whereas in the first six months 
during the Administration of the late 
Government the cases were 231, since 
the present Government had been 
in Office they had fallen to 174. 
It might be perfectly true that the 
number of cases of crime had decreai^ed, 
though he had reason to know — indeed, 
the matter had been stated in the public 
Press — that a number of serious crimes 
had been committed throughout the 
country which had not been recognised 
in the published Returns ; but, assuming 
that crime had decreased in the six 
mouths of last year, to what was it 
due ? In his opinion it was due, in the 
first instance, to the continued eifects of 
the firm administration of justice in the 
country by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition, and it was 
due, in the second place, to the compact 
which was entered into by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid- 
lothian and the Nationalist Party prior 
to the 1 1 th of August last. The terms 



of that compact were, that, in considera- 
tion for his policy of conciliation, his , 
Government was not to be embarrassed, 
and there was now no public meeting 
held in Ireland by the Nationalist Party 
in which from layman and cleric the 
word was not sent out — " do nothing to 
embarrass the Government." Therefore, 
if crime had decreased in Ireland during 
the past six months, was there any 
reason to suppose that if the right hon. 
Gentleman failed to carry his measure 
of conciliation there would be no re- 
crudescence of that crime ? He was as 
convinced as that he stood on the floor 
of the House that within 48 hours after 
the defeat of the Home Hule Bill we 
would see Ireland in as worse a condition 
as itjhas been in during the last half century. 
In pursuance of the policy of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid- 
lothian, the first act his Government 
did was to send over to Ireland an 
estimable nobleman as Lord Lieutenant, 
who, in the opinion of every respectable 
man in the country, worthily filled that 
high position. But he was not looked 
upon as an independent, nobleman who 
had to govern the country, but merely as a 
puppet in the hands of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Midlothian 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, and nothing could 
have been done to horrify more the 
feelings of the law-abiding classes than 
Lord Hotighton^s action in rejecting the 
loyal addresses that were about to be 
presented to him. As a lawyer he 
(Mr. Dane) had always understood it 
was one of the rights of the people to 
approach the Sovereign, and he also 
understood that, as a matter of practice, 
the Sovereign was approached in Ireland 
through the Ix»rd Lieutenant. The loyal 
people of Ireland — the million and a 
quarter of Protestants in Ireland — feel that 
since* the Revolution of 1688 they have 
never been placed in so critical a 
position as they are in now, and, there- 
fore, in all fairness they should have 
been heard by the Lord Lieutenant. If 
His Excellency did not approve of 
what was said in the addresses, he might 
have said so ; but to deny to the 
people of Ireland their constitutional 
right, and that by the act of a Political 
Party, was going a little too far ; and 
he declared, without fear of contra- 
diction, that not only every Protestant, 
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but thousands of Roman Catholics — ^men 
of interest, position and stake in the country 
— ^had their feelings outraged bj that act of 
the Government. What was the next 
proceeding ? It was, practically, the repeal 
of the provisions of the Crimes Act. The 
two provisions which, in the experience 
of those who had governed the country 
ably and well for six years, were 
necessary for the preservation of law in 
some parts of the country — he referred to 
the provisions relating to secret inquiries 
and to change of venue — were set aside. 
But the Government which took this step, 
within a very short period after their 
accession to office, were compelled recently 
to put in force the provisions for a secret 
inquiry under the Explosives Act of 1883 
in reference to the most diabolical dynamite 
explosion in Dublin. In further pursu- 
ance of that policy of conciliation, the men 
who were concerned in the hrutal murder 
of one of the most faithful officers that 
ever served his country — District Inspector 
Martin — were released, and within forty- 
eight hours after the release an attempt 
was made to blow up the room in Dublin 
Castle in which the Chief Secretary 
carries on his business as a Minister. It 
had been stated, and not contradicted, 
that a portion of the body of the 
detective Synnot, who was killed, 
was actually blown into the library of 
the Chief Secretary. Within twelve 
hours of the occurrence of that diabolical 
outrage he (Mr. Dane) stood on the 
spot dyed with the blood of the un- 
fortunate man, and he saw portions of his 
flesh on the pavement beneath the 
windows of the Chief Secretary's office 
in the Castle. That was the mode in 
which this policy of conciliation was 
received by the supporters of the right 
hon. Gentleman in Ireland. Another 
most valuable portion of the Crimes Act 
was the power to change the venue. He 
thought the people who talked about 
coercion in Ireland were entirely ignorant 
of the condition of that country. When 
the country was conquered by the English 
people, and up till 300 years ago, it was in 
a state of utter barbarism. He often heard 
of ^^ Ireland a nation.'' It had been a 
curious nation. It consisted of a number 
of Princes and Chiefs — from one of whom 
was descended the present Attorney 
General for Ireland — whose subjects 
were always at one another's 
throats. After the country was 
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finally conquered in the reign of 
Queen Elizabeth it was partially colo- 
nised, and this was followed up in the 
reign of James I., when large numbers of 
Englishmen and Scotchmen — ^from iMrhom 
he (Mr. Dane) was proud to claim descent 
— went over to that portion of the country 
called Ulster ; they civilised it, and made 
it the fairest portion of Ireland, so that 
it was now called the garden of 
Ireland, though at the time they 
took possession of it it was the 
poorest, the most barren, and the 
most barbarous portion of Ireland. 
Shortly after the attempt to colonise 
Ulster in the early portion of the reign 
of James, the English Government sent 
over as Attorney General Sir John 
Davies, an able and most distinguished 
Englishman, who had left behind him 
some very remarkable historical tract^^ 
published in the year 1787, which 
he (Mr. Dane) would recommend 
confidently to the reading of the English 
and Scotch Members of the House. Sir 
John Davies found that in the portions 
of Ireland inhabited by the Celtic popu- 
lation, it was absolutely impossible to get 
a just verdict from a jury. Writing in 
1607 to the Earl of Salisbury of that 
day, and giving a description of the 
Ulster Assizes, he said — 

"Touching the seryioe performed in this 
country by the Justices of AssJKe, albeit they 
found few prisoners in the ^ols, the most parr 
being bailed by Sir Edward Blaney, to the end 
the fort where the gaol is kept might not be 
pestered with them, yet when such as were 
bailed came in u}>on their recognisances, the 
number was greater than we exi)ected. One 
Grand Jury was "o well chosen as they fount 1 
with great expedition all the bills of indictment 
true ; but on the other side the juries that were 
emt>annelled for trial of the prisoners, did 
acquit them as fast and fouml them not guilty ; 
which, whetlier it was done for favour, or for 
ftar, it is harti to judge ; for the whole county 
consisting of three or four names only, vie, 
McMahonne, McRena. McCabe, 0*Connoly, the 
chief (/.«'. the foreman) was even one of tbeiie 
names, and of these names this jury did con* 
sist ; so that it was impossible to try him but 
l)y his kinsman, ami therefore it was probable 
that the malefactors were acquitted from favour; 
but on the other part, we were induced to think 
that fear might be the cause ; forasmuch as 
the poor ]Voplc seemed very unwilling to be 
sworn of the juries, alleging that if they con> 
demneil any man his friends in revenge would 
rot, or burn« or kill them for it ; and that the 
like mischief had hap])enod to divers jurors 
since the last Session holdcn there, such is the 
barbarous malice and impiety of this people." 

Since that year, 1607, down to this present 
year of 1893 the same state of thingn 
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exactly existed in the portions of Ireland 
inhabited by the descendants of the 
original Celtic population, and therefore 
since Ireland has been governed by Eng- 
land it has been found absolutely neces- 
sary, in order to protect life and property, 
to pass year after year Acts for the pre- 
servation of law and order,, which Acts 
were now popularly called ** Coercion 
Acts." It was most essential that the 
power should exist, in the government 
of Ireland, of exercising this right of 
change of venue, because it was abso- 
lutely impossible — ^as the Chief Secretary 
would find in cases of agrarian crime 
— to put men on their trial in the local 
venues where that crime took place, 
because, as Sir John Davies said in 1607, 
the juries would never convict the pri- 
soners, but would acquit them either 
through fear or favour. He, therefore, 
thought that the Government should 
never have abandoned— «ven in futher- 
ance of this policy of conciliation — so 
powerful a weapon as the change of 
venue for the repression of crime in Ire- 
land. There was another matter which 
had caused considerable alarm in Ireland 
— that was the mode in which Resident 
Magistrates who had discharged their 
duties during trying and difficult times 
had been treated by the Government. 
Why should certain Eesident Magistrates 
have their services absolutely dispensed 
with, and why should others be removed 
to other parts of the country ? And he 
would also like to know why the only 
vacancy which had been caused had 
been filled up by a gentleman named 
Mr. McDermott, who was not entitled to 
it by reason of his position in the force 
to which he belonged, but who, 
it was said, was a relative of the 
present Attorney General of Ireland. 
This appointment had caused widespread 
dissatisfaction amongst the District In- 
spectors of the Constabulary, who looked 
upon it as a gross job. He wished 
now to call attention to one of the 
most extraordinary things which they 
had had in Ireland for a long time — 
he referred to what was known as the 
Evicted Tenants' Commission. In deal- 
ing with this question, he wished to say 
that he could not be set down as a bigoted 
Orangeman, like his friend the Member 
for North Armagh, or his friend the Mem- 
ber for South Belfast, because he did not 
happen to belong to that institution ; he 



could not be set down as a landlord, 
because, thank God, he owned no land in 
Ireland, and he could not be set down as 
a landlord's partisan, because he repre- 
sented an agricultural constituency in 
Ireland which consisted entirely of tenant 
farmers, and a constituency which was 
deeply and vitally interested in the amend- 
ment and in the extension of the land 
laws in Ireland, but one which, he was 
proud to think, recognised that a matter 
far more vital to its interests than even 
the land question was the attempt of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Midlothian to impose the yoke of 
Home Rule upon them. With reference 
to that Commission, he might say that 
great things were expected from it in every 
part of Ireland, as showing up the 
iniquitous results of the Plan of 
Campaign, and it was a remarkable fact 
that the only attempts, which he was 
glad to say were unsuccessful, made by 
the right hon. Member for Midlothian 
to get his own followers, Gladstonians, 
returned by any constituency in Ireland 
were made in the North of Ireland. In 
five constituencies in the North of 
Ireland, five pure and unadulterated 
Gladstonian candidates came forward, 
and they kept the Home Rule Question 
completely in the background, and put in 
the forefront of their appeal to the con- 
stituencies this land question, which they 
knew people of the North of Ireland, 
Protestants as well as Catholics, were so 
deeply interested in. They thought that 
by appealing to the self-interests of these 
men they would be able to carry some, if 
not all, the five seats on the land question. 
Accordingly, North Londonderry, South 
Londonderry, North Antrim, North 
Tyrone and South Tyrone were all, 
some days before the General Election, 
inundated with those five pure Glad- 
stonian candidates, all men absolutely 
sound on the land question — men who 
would not only give the tenants what 
they wanted in the way of sale, but who 
promised them the most liberal measures 
from a Liberal Government. He was 
glad to say that not one of those five 
impostors succeeded in their attempt, 
and that at the present moment there 
was not a single Gladstonian repre- 
sentative returned from Ireland. They 
were here assembled in a House consist- 
ing of English, Scotch, Welsh and Irish 
Members, and the right hon. Gentleman 
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the Member for Midlothian was entirely 
dependent upon the 79 gentlemen who 
had been returned from Ireland, not as 
Gladstonians at all — ^men who would not 
touch Gladstonism — but men returned 
from Ireland as pure Nationalists. He 
was very glad to say that every one of 
those constituencies swept those imposi- 
tions from them by majorities of 3,000 
downwards. Having regard to the pre- 
viou8 promises which were made by these 
candidates during the Election, the tenants 
throughout Ireland expected great things 
from the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Midlothian in regard to the land ques- 
tion, and when they heard that a Com- 
mission was to be appointed with reference 
to the tenants who had been evicted 
in Ireland, they hoped it would be of such 
a wide scope that it would liave enabled 
the true history of the evictions to come 
out, and that it would throw such light 
upon the land question as would enable 
amendments of the Land Acts in Ireland 
generally to be shortly obtained. What 
was the result ? If there was one cir- 
cumstance connected with the constitu- 
tion of the Commission to which they 
would have looked with favour, it would 
have been the appointment of an English 
Judge as its chief. They in Ireland had 
always held in great respect and repute 
the Judges of the laud, and more par- 
ticularly the Judges of England, because 
they necessarily were not so much con- 
nected with agrarian matters as possibly 
the Judges in Ireland were, who at Assizes 
twice a year, and sometimes three times, 
had to sentence a number of persons for 
agrarian offences. The result was that on 
the very first day this Commission sat this 
English Judge, from whom they expected 
HO much, absolutely prejudged the case 
which he had come over to investigate. 
That was not calculated to inspire hope 
or respect for the Commission ; and, further, 
the J udge not only in h is opening statement 
prejudged the case, but when counsel, two 
of the most distinguished men at the 
Irish Bar, appeared for some of the 
owners of the campaign estates, ho abso- 
lutely insulted them on the spot. He, 
as a member of the Irish Bar, could say 
that the treatment dealt out to those two 
distinguished counsel of the Irish Bar at 
the hands of the Judge was conduct that 
was reprobated by the Bar of Ireland as 
a whole. Further, he was aware that since 
that, and with reference to the inquiry as to 
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bne of these estate two other distinguished 
members of the Irish Bar refused to 
take briefs before a tribunal that bad 
so grossly insulted their colleagues. 
The Member for Midlothian asked the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition what it was he wanted cross- 
examination for, and the right bon. 
Gentleman immediately referred the Prime 
Minister, as an instance, to the evidence 
given by the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
evidence which it would have been vitAl 
for the people of England and Scotland to 
have inquired into and investigated 'with 
reference to the Plan of Campaign, but 
which it was absolutely impossible to have 
done, because there was no one there al- 
lowed to cross-examine. He would give the 
House another instance of what might have 
been elicited. This Commission, which 
they were told was to inquire into the 
particulars of all evictions in Ireland, 
had only scheduled seven estates, and 
had only dealt with estates which 
had been placed by the hon. Member for 
Mayo and his confederates under the 
Plan of Campaign. With reference to 
one of these estates, a gentleman who 
had been agent, a solicitor of the 
name of Dudgeon, was so amazed and 
shocked when he read in the newspapers 
the evidence which had been given by 
some of the witnesses at the Commission 
that he came to Dublin and interviewed Sir 
James Mathew and the members of the 
Commission, and asked that he might l>e 
supplied with a copy of the shorthand 
notes that had been taken« That appli- 
cation was, in the first instance, refused, 
and the gentleman was told that he 
might go and reail the Freeman s 
Journal^ and see in that patriotic 
paper what had taken place ; hut 
subsequently Sir James saw the 
error into which he had fallen, and 
sent Mr. Dudgeon a copy of the shorthand 
writer's notes. The result was that Mr. 
Dudgeon found, when he came to read the 
transcribed notes, that most extraordinary 
evidence had been given with reference 
to the Massereene estate, and that two 
witnesses had been examined whose evi- 
dence bad passed the finest muster liefore 
the Commission. And who were tiiose 
two gentlemen ? They were two of the 
leaders of a conspiracy on the Massereene 
estate — a conspiracy to boycott axQry 
tenant on that estate who did not fall in 
with the ways of the Land League ; 
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they were two men who, iu furtherance 
of that conspiracy, had followed the 
tenants of the Massereeue estate on the 
Bteamboat from Drogheda to Manchester 
and other English markets, and hoy- 
cotted their cattle there, and they had heeu 
detected and hrought to justice hy the 
constabulary in England ; by an English 
Judge and jury they were tfied and con- 
victed of that boycotting, and were sen- 
tenced to imprisonment. He wanted to 
know whether the Chief Secretary, in his 
policy of conciliation, intended to release 
those men, if still in durance vile ? 
lie had been sent to Parliament by 
a loyal population in the NoHh of 
Ireland to speak their opinions, and 
80 long as he had the honour of 
holding the seat he now held he would 
honestly tell Englishmen and Scotchmen 
in the House what was the feeling with 
reference to this national conspiracy in 
Ireland which was entertained by their 
brothers in Ireland, who were men of 
Snglish and Scotch descent, with English 
and Scotch blood in their veins — descen- 
dants of men who were sent over to Ireland 
300 years ago to civilise it, and had so 
civilised it, so far as it was possible. These 
loyal men looked to them. Englishmen and 
Scotchmen, to protect them from what 
they believed would be a fearful imposi- 
tion, which might drive them into civil 
war, or force them to leave the country 
they loved so well. 

Mr. H. SETON-KARR (St. Helen's) 
said, he had hoped from the tone of the 
first speeches of to-day that they were 
going to get rid of the Irish Question, 
but the able speech to which they had 
just listened had dashed his hopes to the 
ground. Yesterday, no sooner had the 
Mover and Seconder of the Address 
completed their task than they drifted 
into the Irish Question, and he took it that 
the Debate was to all intents and pur- 
poses going to be an Irish Debate, whilst 
the Address in answer to Her Majesty's 
Gracious Speech indicated that they were 
going to have an Irish Session. As an 
English Member, he ventured to make his 
humble protest against this state of 
things. For seven years the wants of 
the greater portion of the United King- 
dom had been postponed to this ever 
green Irish Question. The responsibility 
for that did not lie with the late Govern- 
ment, but with the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Midlothian, who brought 



matters to a crisis in 1886 by the intro- 
duction of the Irish Home Rule Bill. 
He protested against this state of things, 
and he asked how long were the wants 
of about 30,000,000, the population of 
this Kingdom, to be postponed to this 
Irish Question, which after all only 
represented the wants, at the outside, of 
something like 2,000,000 of Her 
Majesty's subjects. He wanted, however, 
to drop this part of the question, and as en 
English Member to allude particularly to 
one paragraph in the Speech, which he 
thought was more directly important and 
affected more directly the welfare of a 
much larger number of the people of this 
Kingdom. The paragraph to which he 
desired to call attention was that which 
alluded to the widespread agricultural 
depression at present prevailing in this 
country. He should venture to make one 
or two criticisms on the manner in which 
this matter had been presented to the 
House of Commons. They were told 
that agricultural depression existed in 
many parts of the country, which was 
no more than a statement of a fact ; but 
the paragraph then went on to express 
the hope that the depression might be 
only temporary in its nature, and beyond 
that there was no indication whatever of 
any remedy by which the Government 
proposed to deal with this important 
question. What grounds were there for 
supposing that this agricultural depres- 
sion was going to be only temporary ? 
Anyone with the slightest knowledge of 
the question knew that the agricultural 
distress, beginning ten years ago or more, 
had been gradually getting worse, and 
its cause was the result of foreign com- 
petition and of the low prices of agri- 
cultural produce, chiefly corn. While 
the means of transit continued to improve, 
and while they should be practically a 
free trade country, how was this agricul- 
tural depression going to be dealt with, 
and how could any reasonable man sup- 
pose that it was going to be otherwise 
than permanent ? That was his first 
criticism ; and, in the second place, he 
wanted to know why notice of depression 
had been confined to agriculture alone ? 
They all knew that this depression pre- 
vailed in industrial as well as agricul- 
tural districts. They had, not. many 
years ago, a great coal strike. At the 
present moment a great cotton strike 
prevailed in Lancashire and other parts, 
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whilst strikes in other industries were 
# threatened. It was a very curious fact 
that whilst statisticians told them those 
periods of depression came and went in 
cycles they always became acute simul- 
taneously with the advent of a Liberal 
Government to power. The depression 
affected the industrial districts as much 
as it did the agricultural. In the former 
districts wages were low ; they had 
constant meetings of unemployed in the 
great City of London, together with 
.other signs of depression. When he pro- 
tested against the prominence given to the 
Irish Question he did so as an English 
Member ; he did so, because he felt that 
this Session the House ought to deal 
with questions of industrial and social re- 
form, the hours of labour, and many other 
subjects, which had been postponed so 
long to the sentiments and romance of 
the Irish people. He desired to ask why 
the Government, having specially called 
attention to this distress, had not sug- 
gested any remedy ? He would like to 
call attention to a remedy which had been 
partly put in operation by the .late 
Government, and that ' was the remedy 
which proposed to get rid of some of the 
surplus population by placing them on 
the unoccupied land in our colonies. He 
was glad to hear the right hon. Member 
for Midlothian, in his speech yesterday, 
allude to the colonies of this coimtry as 
establishing and forming a great part of 
the moral position of this Empire. He 
ventured to think the colonies were not 
only a source of moral, but also of materia] 
strength, and he thought that in continuing 
the steps which had already been taken to 
make use of our unoccupied colonial lands 
a great deal of good might be done in 
alleviating the distress which was now 
so extensively prevalent throughout the 
country. The result of this agricultural 
<lepression was to send a large number of 
agricultural labourers, who were thus 
thrown out of employment, to swell the 
ranks of the unemployed in the large 
towns, and thus to become a burden on 
the country, although many of them were 
Able-bodied and willing to work. In 
•colonisation they had a remedy which 
was practical, and which proposed to deal 
with this state of things. They had 
read much, and he believed they would 
shortly hear a great deal in that House, 
al)oiit alien pauper emigration. The sub- 
ject of pauper emigration was another 
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side of this great question. The first 
great cause which aggravated the evil 
with which they had to deal was the 
natural increase in the population, which 
was over 1,000 daily, and the in- 
flux of pauper emigrants directly added 
to that aggravation. The prohibition or 
restriction of this foreign emigration ^W9A 
merely the negative side of the same 
question with which colonisation pro- 
posed to deal. The one would cut off the 
supply of these foreign emigrants, ivho 
had no means of existence, and the other 
— namely, colonisation — ^would send the 
surplus population, properly selected^ 
to people the. lands of our colonial pos- 
sessions. With regard to colonisation, 
he should like to refer to some figures in 
reference to the steps that had been taken 
by the late Government during the past 
six years in this matter. In 1888 two 
colonies were formed in Western Canada, 
named Killamey and Saltcoats, to which 
a certain number of families were sent in 
the following year. A Report was 
issued last June describing the state of 
prosperity of these families. They norw 
knew, after three years practical experi- 
ence, how these colonies had succeeded, and 
he ventured to think they had succeeded 
in a most marvellous and satisfactory 
manner. Thirty families were sent to 
the Killamey settlement in 1888, and 
the value of wheat in the year 1891 was 
estimated at over £5,550, and oats about 
£355, in other words, the average value 
of crops amounted to something like 
£200 per family, a sum considerably in 
excess of the amount originally ex- 
pended in sending these families out to 
Western Canada. They were planted on 
settlements of 160 acres, which were 
obtained for nothing, and which would 
shortly become the freehold property of 
the families settled there. They could 
not find anything to equal that in this 
country. The value of the security offered 
for these developed properties — that was, 
the value of the land in this settlement — 
was £16,000, against an indebtedness of 
about £5,000. In other words, the free- 
hold value of this settlement was more 
than three times the value of the mort* 
gage upon it. The neighbouring settle- 
ment of Saltcoats had not been quite 
so successful, but the Report stated that 
the crofters who formed that settlement 
acknowledged that they had never been 
so well off. He did not know how far 
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the present Government intended to con- 
tinue this system of emigration, which 
had been commenced on a small scale. 
They had in the country where this ex- 
periment had been tried a railway which 
was 4,300 miles long, they had land 
almost limitless in extent, a great deal of 
which could be available for the same 
purposes, and these colonies could be 
largely extended. Were the Govern- 
ment going to extend these operations, 
and if they were not, would they state 
the reasons which induced them to decline 
to so extend them ? Another important 
step was taken by the late Government 
to carry out this principle of colonisation. 
Negotiations had been going on for a long 
time with British Columbia in regard to 
a loan of £150,000, to be used in the 
colonisation of certain lands in that colony 
with Scotch crofters and others suitable 
for the purpose who desired to go there. 
That loan was finally agreed upon, part 
of this money had alr^idy been advanced, 
and he believed a private company had 
been formed to act under the guidance of the 
British Columbian Government to carry 
on the scheme, and an opportunity would 
be given to large numbisrs of crofters' 
families to be sent out to British 
Columbia, where they might improve 
their lot in a way they could not do in 
this country. He hoped the Govern- 
ment, BO far as opportunity was offered 
to them, would prosecute this matter, and 
do their best to carry the scheme to ulti- 
mate success. He was over in that part 
of the world 18 months ago, when 
he had the honour of an interview with 
the late Premier of the British Columbian 
Territory. The old Country, said the late 
Prime Minister, was suffering from over 
population, whilst Canada, on the other 
hand, was suffering from the want 
of population. The remedy was 
obvious, namely, to transplant suitable 
and well selected families from one 
country to the other, and then 
place them on properly selected land. 
That process had been commenced, and 
he hoped would continue for some time. 
The late Prime Minister of British 
Columbia told him that an able-bodied 
colonist was worth 1,000 dollars to 
the colony in which he was settled. 
He (Mr. Seton-Karr) thought these were 
words worthy of serious consideration. 
The late Prime Minister of British 
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Columbia said the Imperial Government 
seemed slow and inactive in this question, 
and hardly appreciated the value of the 
Colonies as an outlet for the surplus 
population at home. He (Mr. Seton- 
Karr) thought the opinion of a man on 
the spot, who occupied the responsible 
position of Premier of a Colonial Govern- 
ment, was worthy of most serious con- 
sideration, and that the remedy suggested 
should be carefully looked into. He had 
alluded to these matters, because a debate 
of this kind afforded one of the few op- 
portunities for dealing with such ques- 
tions ; but the most important paragraph 
of the Address was concentrated in the 
paragraph which informed them that on 
Monday next the Home Rule Bill would 
be laid on the table of the House. The 
responsibility for the time that would be 
occupied by the present Parliament ia 
dealing with the Irish Question rested oa 
the shoulders of the Member for Mid- 
lothian. That right hon. Gentleman 
desired to spend the next four months^ 
he presumed, in tinkering with the Bri- 
tish Constitution, and the case became 
more aggravated when they remembered 
that, so far as the present Parliament 
was concerned, the efforts of the right 
hon. Gentleman could only end in inevit- 
able failure, for until the senior Member for 
Northampton (Mr. Labouchere) had suc^ 
ceeded in amending the British Constitu- 
tion by abolishing the other Chamber 
there was not the slightest hope of the 
Home Rule Bill becoming law. In view of 
these facts, all who were interested in social 
and domestic reform, and in legislation 
for the alleviation of the distress now 
prevalent throughout the country, looked 
upon this state of things with the utmost, 
concern. He had endeavoured to put 
before the House what he believed to be. 
a practical remedy, and if' the Govern- 
ment, in the intervals of their Irish legis- 
lation, would give some little attention to 
this question, they would meet with sup- 
port from his side of the House. They 
were, he supposed, committed to Irish 
legislation, but they had a considerable 
number of Labour Members in their 
ranks, and possibly, by pressure put upon 
them from that quarter, they might spend 
some time in attending to this question. 
At any rate, he had endeavoured to indi- 
cate some remedies for dealing with the 
prevalent distress, and if the Government 
G 
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would trj to pass measures having for 
their object the alieviation of that dis- 
tress, thej on that (the Opposition) side 
of the House would gladlj accord them 
their support. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
" That the Debate be now adjourned." — 
(Colonel Waring), 

Motion agreed to. 

Debate further adjourned until to-mor- 
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MO TIONS. 



RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Holland, Bill to amend 
the Law relating to the Bating of Heredita- 
ments containing Machinery, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Holland, Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
Sir Bemhard Samuelson, Mr. Mather, Mr. 
Tomlinson, Sir William Houldsworth, Mr. 
H. S. Wright, and Mr. Strachey. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 1.] 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (wALES) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Roland Jones, Bill to 
'enable owners and occupiers in Wales and 
Monmouthshire to have effectual control over 
the Liquor Traffic, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Roland Jones, Mr. Bowen Rowlands, Mr. 
Lloyd-George, Mr. Stuart Rendel, Mr. Abel 
" Thomas, Mr. Lloyd Moi-gan, Mr. Burnie, and 
Mr. Herbert Lewis. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 2.] 

CLUBS REGISTRATION BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Newdigate, Bill to pro- 
vide for the more effectual Registration of 
Clubs, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Newdigate, Captain Grice - Hutchinson, Mr. 
Caine, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Godson, and Mr. 
Webster. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 3.] 

NATIONAL EDUCATION (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Lord Frederick Hamilton, Bill 
for the better regulation of National Education 
in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Lonl 
Frederick Hamilton, Mr. Barton, Mr. Ross, Mr. 
Oarson, and ColQnel Waring. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 4.] 

PLACES OF WORSHIP ENFRANCHISEMENT 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Stuart Rcndel, Bill to 

iirovide for the Enfranchisement of Leasehold 
:*lacc8 of Worshii), onlered to be brought in by 
Mr. Stuart Rcndel, Mr. Samuel Evans, Mr. 
Bym Roberts, and Mr. James Rowlands. 
Bill presented, and rewl first time. [Bill 5.] 
Mr. H. Seton-Karr 



LOCAL AUTHORITIES (vOTlNG ANU 

qualification) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Henry J. Wikon, Bill to 
amend the Law relating to voting for, and to 
the Qualification of Members and Electors of, 
Local Authorities, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Henry J. W^ilson, Mr. Higgins, Mr. Charles 
Hobh6ufie, Mr. Leon, Mr. Logan, Mr. Robert 
Price, ^r. James Rowlands, and Mr. James 
Stuart. . 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 6.] 



FOREIGN AND COLONIAL FRUIT BILL* 

On Motion of Sir William Hart Dyke, BUI 
for the regulation of the sale of Foreign and 
Colonial Fruit, onlered to be brought in by Sir 
William Hart Dyke, Mr. Akers-Douglas, Mr. 
EnatchbulUHugessen, and Mr. Biddulph. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 7.] 



CATHEDRAL CHURCHES BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Charles Dalrymple, Bill to 
provide for making Statutes respecting Deans 
and Chapters and Cathedral Churches in 
England, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Charles Dalrymple. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 8.] 

WORKING men's DWELLINGS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Wrightson, Bill to give 
facilities for the acquisition by working men of 
their own dwelling houses, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Wrightson, Sir John Gorst, 
Mr. James Lowther, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Ellis 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. 
Graham, and Mr. Oust. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 9,] 

MINES (eight hours) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Storey, Bill to restrict the 
hours in Mines to Eight Hours per day, onlered 
to be brought in by Mr. Storey, Mr. Pickard, 
Mr. Woods, Mr. Leake, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. 
Abraham, Lord Randolph Churchill, Mr. 
Cremer, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Philipiis, Mr. 
Randell, and Mr. Conybeare. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 10.] 

LAND VALUES (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
authorities) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Dalziel, Bill to provide 
for the taxation of Land Values by Local 
Authorities, onlered to be brought in by Mr. 
Dalziel, Mr. Storey, Mr. James Stuart, Mr. 
Lough, Mr. Benn, Mr. Beaufoy, Dr. Hunter, 
Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Provaud, and Dr. Clarke. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 11.] 

marriage with a deceased wife's 

sister bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Rees Davics, Bill to 
amend the Law as to Marriage with a Decease! 
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Wife's Sister, oidcred to be brought in by Mr. 
Rees DaVies, Mr. Arch, Mr. Brand, Mr. Cameron, 
Mr. Colman, Mr. Crosfield, Captain Fen wick, 
Sir Frederick Seager Hunt, Mr. Labouchere, 
Mr. Robert Reid, Mr. T. W. Russell, and Sir 
Thomas Sutherland. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 12.] 



MAGISTRATES QUALIFICATION BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Neville, Bill to amend the 
Law as to the appointment and Qualification of 
Magistrates, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Neville, Mr. Dodd, Mr. Stansfeld, Mr. Arch, 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Storey, Mr. Charles Fenwick, 
Mr. Carvell Williams, Mr. Brand, and Mr. 
Leese. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 13.] 



POOR RATES ASSESSMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Theobald, Bill to amend 
the Ijaw with resiKict to the Rating of Occupiers 
for short tf^rms, and the making and collecting 
of the Poor Rate, orden»d to be brought in by 
Mr. Theobald and Mr. Warmington. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 14.] 

8ACRED MUSIC ON SUNDAY BILL, 

On Motion of Sir George Sitwell, Bill to 
amend the Law relating to performances of 
Sacred Music on Sunday, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir George Sitwell, Sir Frederick Milner, 
Mr. Manfield, and Mr. Loder. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 15.] 

COTTON CLOTH TRADE ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Henry James, Bill to 
amend the Cotton Cloth Factory's Act of 1889 
and the Factory Acts Amendment Act of 1892, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Henry James, 
Sir Henry Roscoe, Mr. Fenwick, and Mr. 
Mowbray. 

Bill presenteil, and read first time. [Bill 16.] 



MUSIC AND DANCING LICENCES 

(MIDDLESEX) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Howard, Bill to amend 
the Law as reganls Music and Dancing 
Licences in Middlesex, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Howard, Mr. Bigwood, Mr. Ambrose, 
Captain Bowles, and Mr. Stephens. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 17.] 

EVICTED TENANTS (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. P. A. M'Hugh, Bill for the 
restoration of Tenants Evicted from their hold- 
ings in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
P. A. M*Hugh, Mr. Sexton, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Jotenh Healy, Mr. WilUam O'Brien, and Mr. 
Sheeny. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 18.] 



JUDICIAL RENTS, &C. (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Sheehy, Bill to amend the 
I^w relating to Judicial Rents and the tenure 
and purchase of land in Ireland, onlered to be 
brought in by Mr. Sheehy, Mr. Sexton, Mr. 
Dillon, Mr. Healy, Mr. Condon, Mr. Finucane, 
and Mr. Pinkerton. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 19.] 

agricultural holdings (owners' and 
occupiers' rates) bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Halley Stewart, Bill to 
secure a division of Rates between Owners and 
Occupiers of Agricultural Holdings, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Halley Stewart, Mr. 
Francis Stevenson, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cobb,. 
Mr. Brand, and Mr. Lambert. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 20.} 



parliamentary franchise (women) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. C. B. M'Laren, Bill to 
extend the Parliamentary Franchise to Women, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. C. B. M*Laren, 
Mr. Courtney, Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Viscount 
Wolmer, Mr. Webb, Mr. Carvell Williams, Sir 
Algernon Borthwick, Mr. James Stuart, Sir 
Albert RoUit^ and Mr. Jebb. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 21.] 



CARRIERS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Bromley- Davenport, Bill to 
amend the Law relating to Carriers, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Bromley-Davenport, Mr., 
Staveley Hill, Mr. Bill, and Mr. Howell. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 22.]. 

MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Long, Bill to amend the 
Municipal Corporations Acts, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Long, Mr. Forwood, Sir 
George Baden- Powell, and Mr. Stock. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 23.] 



SWINE FEVER BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. B.Stanley (West HoughtonJ 
Bill for conferring powers, under the Contagious 
Diseases (Animals) Acts, 1878 to 1868, with re- 
spect to Swine Fever, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr.E. Stanley (West Houghton), Mr. Fellowes, 
Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Chaniyng, Mr. Brand, Mr. 
Hare, and Mr. Kilbride. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 24.] 

CHEAP TRAINS (LONDOn) BILL. 

On Motion of Sir John Blnndell Maple, Bill 
to secure the provision of Cheap Trains in Lon- 
don, ordered to be brought in by Sir John 
Blnndell Maple, Sir Algernon Borthwick, Mr. 



167 SUam Engines (Persons {COMMONS} in Charge) Bill. 168 

Bucknill, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Sir | Stuart Bendel, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Rowland 



Frederick Seager Hunt, Mr. Howard, and Mr. 
Theobald. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 25.] 



FOREIGN AND COLONIAL MEAT BILL. 

On Motion of 3Ir. Disraeli, Bill to regulate 
the Sale of Foreign and Colonial Meat, oniered 
to be brought in by Mr. Disraeli, Mr. Yer- 
burgh, Sir Mark Stewart, Sir A. Acland-Hood, 
Mr. Barlow, and Colonel Howard Vincent. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 26.] 

solicitors' magistracy bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Maclure, Bill to relieve 
Solicitors in the High Courts of Justice in Great 
Britain from certain disqualifications which 
prevent their acting as County Justices, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Maclure, Sir Albert 
BoUit, Mr. Coddington, and Mr. Kimber. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 27.] 

LABOURERS (iRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. WilUam O'Brien, Bill to 
amend the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. William O'Brien, Dr. 
Tanner, Mr. Sexton, Mr. Condon, Mr. Crean, 
and Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 28.] 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Owen, Bill to amend the 
Law in regard to the appointment, qualification, 
and removal of Justices of the Peace, onlered 
to be brought in by Mr. Owen, Mr. Luttrell, 
Mr. Howell, Mr. Coleridge, Mr. Mellor, and Mr. 
Hugh Hoare. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 29.] 



sale op intoxicating liquors (ire- 

sand) bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Arnold-Forster, Bill to 
amend the Law relating to the Sale of Intoxi- 
cating Liquors in Ireland on Saturday and Sun- 
day, and for other pur)>OBes connected therewith, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
Sir Thomas Lea, Mr. Maurice Healy, Mr. John- 
ston, Mr. John Barry, Colonel Saunderson, Mr. 
J. F. X. O'Brien, Mr. T. W. Russell, and Mr. 
Pinkerton, 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 30.] 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ENGLAND AND 
wales) act (1888) AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Herbert Lewis, Bill to 
amend '* The Local Government (England and 
Wales) Act, 1888," and to provide for the 
establishment of a Joint Council of the County 
Councils of Wales and Monmouthshire, ordered 
1(» 00 brought in by Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. 



Jones, Mr. Bowen Rowlands, and Mr. Herbert 
Roberts. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 3L] 

POLICE ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Samuel Hoare, Bill to 
amend "The Police Act, 1890," ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Samuel Hoare, Mr. Long, 
Sir Seymour King, Mr. Penrose FitzGerald, Sir 
George Baden-Powell, Sir Albert Rollit, and 
Colonel Howard Vincent. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 32.] 

BALLOT ACT (1872) AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Colonel Waring, Bill to amend 
" The Ballot Act, 1872," ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Waring, Mr. Hozier, Mr. Webster, 
Mr. Macartney, and Colonel Saunderson. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 83.] 

SALE OF LAND (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Sweetman, Bill to provide 
for the compulsory Sale of Land in certain cases 
in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Sweetman, Mr. Kilbride, Mr. Knox, and Mr. 
Pinkerton. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 34.] 



AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Hugh Hoare, Bill to con- 
solidate and amend the Law relating to Agri^ 
cultural Holdings in England, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Hugh Hoare, Mr. Channing, 
Mr. Cobb, Mr. Halley Stewart, Mr. Francis 
Stevenson, Mr. Brand, Mr. Lambert, Mr. Bill- 
son, and Mr. Luttrell. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 35.] 

RAILWAY RATES AND CHARGES BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Bumie, Bill to amend the 
Railway Rates and Charges Order Confirmation 
Acts, 1891 and 1892, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Bumie, Mr. Spicer, Mr. David Randell, 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan, and Mr. Rowland Jones. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 36.] 

HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Dodd, Bill to amend the 
Law with regard to the Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes, and to amend " The Housine of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890," ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Dodd, Mr. Cozen»-Hardy, 
Mr. Arch, Mr. Stem, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, 
Mr. Channing, and Mr. Stevenson. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 37.] 

STEAM ENGINES (PERSONS IN CHARGE) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Bill 
to provide for the granting of Certificates to 
Persons in charge of Steam Kngines and Boilen, 
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ordered to be bronght in by Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham), Mr. Charles Fenwick, Mr. Joseph H. 
Wilson, and Captain Fenwick. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 38.] 



8EAMEN 8 ACCOMMODATIOX BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Michael Austin, Bill to 
amend the Laws relating to the Accommoda^ 
tion of Seamen on board ships, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Michael Austin, Mr. Charles 
Fenwick, Major Rasch, Mr. Joseph H. Wilson, 
and Mr. Gourley. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 39.] 



GOVERNMENT OF TOWNS (iRELANd) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Collery, Bill to provide for 
the better government of Cities, Towns, and 
Townships in Ireland, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Collery, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. John 
Barry, Mr. Sexton, and Mr. Patrick M'Hugh. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 40.] 

RAILWAY AND CANAL RATES AND 

CHARGES BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Robert Price, Bill to amend 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Act of 1888, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Robert Price, 
Sir James Whiteh^id, Mr. Channing, Mr. Bill- 
son, Mr. Benson, and Mr. Philipps. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 41.] 

CHURCH OP SCOTLAND (CONSTITUTION) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. James Campbell, Bill to 
declare the Constitution of the Church of Scot- 
land, ordered to be brought in by Mr. James 
Campbell, Sir Mark Stewart, Mr. Parker Smith, 
Mr. hozier, Mr. Anstruther, Mr. iThorburn, Mr. 
Baird, and Sir John Pender. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 42.] 

ABOLITION OF GROCERS' LICENCES (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Leng, Bill to abolish 
Dealers' or Grocers' Certificates in Scotland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ix^ng, Mr. 
H^Lagan, Mr. Crombie, Mr. John Wilson 
(Govan), and Mr. Dalziel. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 43.] 

REGISTRARS (MARRIAGES ATTENDANCE) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Perks, Bill to amend the 
Law relating to the Attendance of Registrars at 
Marriages in Nonconformist places of worship, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Perks, Mr. 
Illingworth, Mr. Waddy, Mr. Oldroyd, Mr. 
Powell Williams, Mr. Snape, and Mr. Spicer. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 44.] 



BUILDING SOCIETIES BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Jackson, Bill to amend the 
Law relating to Building Societies, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Jackson and Mr. Gerald 
Balfour. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 45.] 



DRAINAGE SEPARATION BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Stephens, Bill to enable 
Local Authorities to deal separately with the 
Sewage and Drainage of their districts, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Stephens and Sir 
Henry Roscoe. 

JURIES ACTS (IRELAND) AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Ross, Bill to amend the 
Acts relating to Juries in Ireland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Ross, Colonel Waring, Mr. 
Macartney, Lord Frederick Hamilton, and Mr. 
Dane. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 46.] 



fire brigade (exemption from 
juries) bill. 

On Motion of Viscount Curzon, Bill to 
exempt members of Fire Brigades from service 
on Juries, ordered to be brought in by Viscount 
Cureon, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. 
Sexton, Mr. Baird, Sir Albert Rollit, and Dr. 
Clark. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 47.] 

AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS* DWELLINGS 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Harry Foster, Bill for the 
Improvement of Agricultural Labourers' Dwell- 
ings, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Harry 
Foster. 

% 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS (ENG- 
LAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Bill to 
enable localities by a direct vote to prevent the 
issue of licences, ortlered to be brought in by 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson. Mr. Allison, Mr. Caine, 
Mr. Jacob Bright, Mr. Henry J. Wilson, Mr. 
Allen, Mr. Benn, Mr. Billson, Mr. Crosfield, Mr. 
Saunders, Mr. Fenwick, and Mr. Snape. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 48.] 

SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL COMMITTEES 

BORROWING POWERS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Everett, Bill to enable the 
Joint Committee of the County Councils of East 
and West Suffolk to borrow money, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Everett, Mr. Quilter, Mr. 
Francis Stevenson, Mr. Stern, Mr. Harry Foster, 
and Viscount Chelsea. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 49.] 
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SECONDARY EDUCATION (eNGLANd) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Bill to 
promote Secondary Education in England, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Henry Hob- 
house, Sir H. Roecoe, and Sir John Lubbock. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 50.] 

SCHOOL BOARD OFFICERS* SUPERANNUA- 
TION BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. George Dixon, Bill to 
provide for Superannuation Allowances to 
OflScers of School Boards, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. George Dixon, Mr. Jesse Collings, and 
Mr. Stansfeld. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 51.] 

watermen's and lightermen's acts 
amendment bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Wootton Isaacson, Bill 
to amend the Watermen's and Lightermen's 
Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Wootton 
Isaacson, Mr. Charrington, and Mr. Gourley. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 52.] 

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT (iRELAND) 
ACT (1887) REPEAL BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Field, Bill to Repeal 
" The Criminal Law Amendment (Ireland) Act, 
1887," ordered to be brought in by Mr. Field. 

HOURS OF LABOUR (RAILWAY SERVANTS) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Channing, Bill to further 
extend the powers of the Board of Trade w^ith a 
view to the reasonable reduction of excessive 
Hours of Labour on Railways, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Channing, Mr. John Wilson 
(Mid-Durham), Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Crawford, 
Mr. Walter M'Laren, Mr. M'Neill, and Mr. 
Maguire.** 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 53.] 



LABOURERS (iRELANd) ACT AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. William Redmond, Bill to 
amend the Labourers (Ireland) Act, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. William Rerlmond, Mr. 
Joseph Kenny, Mr. Field, Mr. Maguire, and Mr. 
Clancy. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 112.] 

BALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS BILL« 

On Motion of Mr. Snape, Bill to prohibit the 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Snape, Mr. Perks, Mr. 
C. H. Wilson, Mr. Coaens-Hardy, Mr. Walter 
James, Mr. Woods, and Mr John Wilson 
(Durham). 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 54.] 



BEER ADULTERA.TION BII^I^. 

On Motion of Mr. Quilt«r, Bill for better 
securing the purity of Beer, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Quilter, Colonel Kenyon- 
Slaney, Viscount Wolmer, Mr. Francis Steven- 
son, Mr. Everett, and Mr. Robert Price. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 55.] 



PARLIA3IENTARY ELECTIONS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Howell, Bill to consolidate, 
simplify, and amend the Law relating to Parlia- 
mentary Elections, and for other purposes 
relating thereto, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Howell, Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. James Stuart, 
Mr. Stewart Wallace, Mr. Fen wick. Dr. Hunter, 
Mr. Bo wen Rowlands, and Mr. Warmington. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 56.] 

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (aNIMALs) ACT 

(1878) AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Captain Bagot, Bill to amend 
" The Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, 1878," 
and to provide for the slaughter of Foreign and 
Colonial cattle at the port of debarcation, 
ordered to be brought in by Captain Bagot, Mr. 
James William Lowther, Mr. Darling, and Sir 
A. Acland-Hood. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 57.] 



RAILWAY RATES AND CHARGES (XO. 2) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Sir James Whitehead, Bill to 
amend "The Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
1888," ordered to be brought in by Sir James 
Whitehead, Mr. Robert Price, Mr. Tomlinson, 
Mr. Channing, and Mr. James Lowther. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 58.] 

FARM SERVANTS (sCOTLAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Keay, Bill to proride 
for the better housing of Farm Servanta on 
farms in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Keay, Mr. Angus Sutherland, and Dr. 
Clark. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 59.] 

FOREIGN GOODS (MARK OF ORIGIN) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Seton-Karr, Bill for the 
placing of a Mark of Origin on Foreign Goods, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Seton-Karr, 
Colonel Howard Vincent, Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. 
Stock, Mr. Cayzer, and Mr. Ernest Spencer. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 60.] 

leaseholders (purchase of fee 
simple) bill. 

On Motion of Mr. James Rowlands, Bill to 
give facilities to Leaseholders for the purchase 
of the Fee Simple of their Holdings, ordered to 
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be brought in bv Mr. James RowIandSy Mr. 
Kearley, Mr. Frederick Frje, Mr. Branner, Mr. 
Beaafoy, and Mr. Stuart Rendel. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 61.] 



LAND TENURE (eNGLAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. WilUam Smith, Bill to 
amend the Law as to the Tenure of Land in 
England, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
William Smith, Mr. Billson, and Mr. Robert 
John Price. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 62.] 



FOREIGN GOODS (mARK OP ORIGIN) 

(no. 2) BILL. 

On Motion of Cblonel Howard Vincent, 
Bill for the placing of a Mark of Origin upon 
imported Foreign Goods, ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Howard Vincent, Sir Henry 
Howorth, Mr. Spencer, Mr. Maclure, Mr. Joseph 
H. Wilson, Colonel Bridgeman, Mr. Johnston, 
and Mr. Seton-Karr. ' 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 63.] 



BURIALS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Carvell Williams, Bill to 
amend the Burial Laws, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Carvell Williams. Sir George Osborne 
Morgan, Mr. Illingworth, Mr. John Ellis, and 
Mr. Perks. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 64.] 



PUBLIC accountants BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Clough, Bill to regulate 
the profession of Accountancy, and to provide 
for the registration and control of persons 
acting as Public Accountants, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Chmgh, Mr. Kimber, Mr. 
Atherley- Jones, and Sir Seymour King. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 65.] 



CHEESE SALE BILL. 

On Motion of Sir A. Acland-Hood, Bill to 
regulate the sale of Foreign an<l Colonial 
Cheese, ordered to be brought in by Sir A. 
Acland>Hood, Captain Bagot, Mr. E. Stanley 
(West Houghton), Mr. Stsachey, Mr. Disraeli, 
and Colonel Chester Master. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 66.] 



.SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Bolitho, Bill to amend the 
Law relating to the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors, orderecl to be brought in by Mr. 
Bolitho, Mr. Courtney, Sir Mark Stewart, Sir 
Thomas Lea, Mr. Grenfell, Mr. Little, and Mr. 
David Jones. 

Bill presented, and rsad first time. [Bill 67.] 



ARBITRATION BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Cayzer, Bill to establish 
Councils of Arbitration in trade disputes, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Cayzer, Sir 
Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Baron Henry De 
Worms, Sir George Baden-Powell, Mr. Fisher, 
Mr. Webster, Mr. Butcher, Sir Seymour King, 
Mr. Wyndham, and Admiial Field. 

Bill presented, and read firat time. [Bill 68.] 



CARRIAGE OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 
(fair rates) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Digby, Bill to make better 
provision for equality of treatment in the 
carriage of British and Foreign Agricultural 
Products and live and dead stock within the 
United Kingdom, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Digby, Sir Mark Stewart, and Mr. Brom- 
ley-Davenport. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 69.] 

vehicles' LIGHTS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Macdona, Bill to make 
compulsory the carriage of Lights by all 
Vehicles using the highways of England and 
Wales from sunset to sunrise on any day of 
the year, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Macdona, Sir John Blundell Maple, Mr. 
Houston, Sir Pryce Pryce-Jones, Mr. William 
F. D. Smith, Mr. Boscawen, Mr. Charles 
M'Laren, Mr. Graham, and Mr. Maclure. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 70.] 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL. 

On Motion of Captain Kay lor - Ley land, 
Bill to establish voluntary State-aided Old 
Age Pensions, ordered to be brought in by 
Captain Naylor-Leyland, Mr. E. Stanley (W'est 
Houghton), Viscount Bury, and Mr. Round. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 71.] 
EIGHT HOURS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. John Bums, Bill to 
regulate the hours of labour to Eight per day, 
or forty-eight ])er week, in all trades and 
occupations, and to make provision enabling 
the organised members of any trade or occupa- 
tion protesting by ballot against the same, to 
exempt such trade or occupation from its pro- 
visions, miners excepted, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Bums, Mr. David Randell, Mr. 
Keir-Hardie, and Mr. Havelock Wilson. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 72] 

PARLIAMENTARY VOTERS (REGISTRA- 
TION) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Cremer, Bill to amend the 

Jaw for the Registration of Parliamentary 

Voters ; and for other purposes relating to 

elections, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 

. Cremer. 
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OLD AGE PROYIDEXT PENSIONS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Baitlej, Bill to proride 
Pensions in Old Age to the Provident Poor, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hartley and 
Sir Frederick Seager Hunt. 

Bill presented^ and read first time. [Bill 73.] 
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London to establish a tribunal to deal 'with 
assessment appeals, and for other parposes, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. PickerBgill^ 
Mr. Howell, Mr. James Rowlands, and Mr. 
James Stuart. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 79.] 



LABOUR MINISTER BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Ernest Spencer, Bill to 
establish a Ministry of Labour to be presided 
over by a Minister to be called the Labour 
Minister, 'ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ernest Spencer, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Joseph 
Pease, Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir John Blundell 
Maple, Sir Seymour King, Mr. Dalziel, Colonel 
Howard Vincent, and Mr. Lloyd. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 74.] 



intoxicating liquors on sunday 
(hours of sale) bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Stock, Bill to restrict the 
Hours of Sale of Intoxicating Liqours on 
Sunday, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Stock, 
Mr. Forwood, Mr. Lawrence, Mr. Willox, and 
Mr. Houston. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 75.] 

HOURS OF LABOUR BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Mather, Bill to authorise 
the regulation of the Hours of Labour of the 
Working Classes, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Mather, Mr. Joseph H. Wilson, Mr. William 
Smith, Mr. David Jones, and Mr. John Wilson 
(Govan). 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 76.] 

local authorities (acquisition of 

land) bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Francis Stevenson, Bill to 
facilitate the Acquisition of Land by Local 
Authorities for certain purposes, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Francis Stevenson, Mr. 
Robert Reid, Mr. Channing, Mr. Stem, Mr. 
Dodd, and Mr. Robert Price. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 77.] 

AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION IN 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Jesse CoUings, Bill for 
giving Industrial Agricultural Education in 
Elementary Schools, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir John Lubbock, Mr. 
Robert Reid, Sir John Kennaway, Sir Bernhard 
Samuelson, and Mr. Qeorge Dixon. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 78.] 

VALUATION (metropolis) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Pickersgill, Bill for better 
securing uniformitv in the assessment of rate- 
able property in the administrative County of 



railway and canal traffic act 

(1888) amendment bill. 

On Motion of Sir Alfred Hickman, BiU to 
amend *<The Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
1S88," ordered to be brought in by Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Mr. Ernest Spencer, and Mr. 
Hingley. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [BiU 80.] 

SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 

AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Spicer, Bill to amend 
"The Sunday Closing (Wales) Act^ 1881," 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Spioer, Mr. 
Herbert R«)bert6, Mr. Bumie, Mr. Lloyd-Qeorge, 
and Mr. Bowen Rowlands. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [BiU 81.] 
Lincoln's inn fields (transfsb) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Naoroji, Bill to transfer 
the trusteeship of Lincoln*s Inn Fields, and the 
powers, estates, and duties connected therewith, 
to the London County Council, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Naoroji, Mr. Benn, and Mr. 
James Rowlands. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [BiU 82.] 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (no. 2) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Luitrell, Bill to amend the 
Law in regard to the appointment, qualification, 
and removal of Justices of the Peace, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Coleridge* 
Mr. Mellor, Mr. Howell, Mr. Cremer, Mr. 
Arthur Williams, Mr. Cobb, and Mr. Lambert. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 83.] 

PLACES OF WORSHIP, &C., RATING 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Clarence Smith, Bill to 
amend the Law relating to the rating of Places 
of Worship and Schools, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Clarence Smith, Mr. Clough, Mr. 
Owen, and Mr. Perks. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 84.] 



MUNICIPAL AND PARLIAMENTARY 
FRANCHISE (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Hayden, Bill for the 
assimilation of the Municipal and Parliamentiiry 
Franchise in Ireland, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Hayden, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. 
Harrington, Dr. Kenny, and Mr. Field. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 86.] 
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Rural Sanitary District*, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Stern, Mr. Francis Stevenson, Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Dodd, and Mr. Warner. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 92.] 



SOLICITORS AND APPRENTICES (iRELAND) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. O'Neill, Bill to amend 
and consolidate the Laws relating to Solicitors 
and to the service of indentured apprentices in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
O'Neill, Mr. Maurice Healy, Mr. Barton, Mr. 
William Kenny, Mr. Macartney, and Mr. 
O'Keeffe. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 86.] 

SECONDARY SCHOOLS (tEACHERS' 

registration) BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Richard Temple, Bill for 
the Registration of Teachers in Secondary 
Schools, ordered to he brought in by Sir Richard 
Temple and Mr. Roby. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 87.] 

TRUST FUNDS INVESTMENT IN IRELAND 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Sexton, Bill to amend the 
Law as to the Investment of Trust Funds in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Sexton, Mr. Hopwood, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. 
Oldroyd, Dr. Farquharson, and Mr. William 
Johnston. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 88.] 

POOR LAW FRANCHISE (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Clancy, Bill to amend 
the Law relating to the Poor Law Franchise in 
Ireland, onlere<l to be brought in by Mr. 
Clancy, Mr. Harrington, 3Ir. William Field, 
and Dr. Kenny. 

Bill i>resented, and read first time. [Bill 89.] 

REGULATION OF RAILWAYS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Husband, Bill" to amend 
''The Regulation of Railways Act, 1889," and 
fo further provide for the safe working of Rail- 
ways, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hus- 
band, Mr. (^banning, Mr. Charles Shaw, Mr. 
Townsend, and Mr. Luttrell. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 90.] 



plumbers' registration bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Knowles, Bill for the 
National Registration of Plumbers, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Knowles. Sir Algernon 
Borthwick, Earl Compton, Mr. Dixon, Dr. Far- 
quharson, Mr. Bowen Rowlands, and Mr. 
Sexton. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 91.] 



HOUSING OF the WORKING CLASSES 

(no. 2) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Stem, Bill for facilitating 
the operation of *• The Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1890," in so far as it relates to 
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HOURS OF LABOUR (CROWN, &C., SER- 
VANTS) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Macdonald, Bill to limit 
labour in the service of the Crown, of Local 
Authorities, and of Railway Companies to 
Eight Hours a Day, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Beaufoy, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Samuel Evans, and Mr. Keir 
Hardie. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 93.] 

NEW LICENCES (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. T. M. Healy, Bill to sus- 
pend the further issue of Licences for the Sale 
of Intoxicating Liquors in Ireland, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Sexton, 
Mr. Collery, and Mr. Crilly. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 94.] 

LAND LAW (Ireland) acts amend- 
ment BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Dane, Bill to amend ** The 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881," *• The Land 
Law (Ireland) Act, 1887," and "The Redemp- 
tion of Rent (Ireland) Act, 1891," ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Dane, Mr. Johnston, Mr. 
Ross, Mr. Rentoul, and Lord Frederick Hamil- 
ton. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 95.] 

PUBLIC LIBRARIES ACT (1892) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On Motion of Sir F. S. Powell, Bill to amend 
"The Public Libraries Act, 1892," ordered to be 
brought in by Sir F. S. Powell, Sir John Lub- 
bock, Sir John Gorst, Mr. J ebb. Sir John 
Kennaway, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Justin 
McCarthy", Mr. Storey, and Mr. Loder. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 96.] 

PUBLIC HEALTH (iNTERMENTs) ACT 
(1879) AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Sidebotham, Bill to make 
better provision for the regulation and control 
of Cemeteries provided under *• The Public 
Health (Interments) Act, 1879," ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Sidebotham, Mr. Albert 
Bright, Mr. Godson, Mr. Mather, and Mr. 
William Sidebottom. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 97.] 

PUBLIC HEALTH (iRELAND) ACT (1878) 
AMENDMENT (dUBLIN) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Clancy, Bill to amend 
"The Public Health (Ireland) Act, 1878," for 
lighting purposes in the county of Dublin, 
onlered to be brought in by Mr. Clancy and 
Mr. Horace Plunkett. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 98.] 

H 
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OUTDOOR PROVIDENT RELIEF BILL. 

Qn Motion of Mr. Bartley, Bill to amend the 
Law relating to Out-door Relief in sickness 
and widowhood to the provident poor, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Hartley and Bir 
Frederick Seager Hunt. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 99.] 



OCCUPYING TENANTS ENFRANCHISEMENT 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Bartley, Bill to enable 
Occupying Tenants of houses and places of 
business to purchase the fee simple of their 
Holdings, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Bartley, Sir Frederick Beager Hunt^ and 
General Goldsworthy. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 100.] 

LEASEHOLD LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Thomas 'Henry Bolton, Bill 
to amend the Law relating to Leaseholds, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Thomas Henry 
Bolton, Mr. Warmington, and Mr. James Row- 
lands. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 101.] 

BUILDING SOCIETIES ACT (1874) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Thomas Henry Bolton, Bill 
to amend ** The Building Societies Act, 1874," 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Thomas Henry 
Bolton, Sir Algernon Borthwick, Mr. Cozens- 
Hardy, Mr. £. H. Bay ley, and Mr. Howell. 

Bill presented, and read first time.[Bill 102.] 

INSURANCE OF CHILDREN REGISTRA- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. James Campbell, Bill for 
the Registration of Insurances on the liTes of 
Children in Scotland, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. James Campbell, Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. 
John Wilson (Lanark), and Mr. Thorbum. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 103.] 

SPIRIT GROCERS* AND BEER RETAILERS* 

LICENCES (IRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Johnston, Bill to amend the 
Laws relating to Spirit Grocers* and Beer Re- 
tailers* Licences in Ireland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Johnston, Mr. Wolff, and 
Colonel Waring. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 104.] 

POLICE ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Albert Rollit, Bill to amend 
the Police Acts, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Albert Rollit, Mr Leng, Mr. Samuel Hoare, 
Mr. Lough, and Mr. Molloy. 

Bill presented, and read first Ume.[BiU 105.] 



MINING BOARDS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Bousfield, Bill to provide 
for the establishment of Mining Boards, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Bousfield, Mr. 
Stephens. Mr. Darling, Sir Andrew Scoble, attd 
Mr. Batcher. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 106.] 

HERITABLE AND MOVEABLE SUCCESSIOK 

IN SCOTLAND BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Thomas Shaw, Bill to 
assimilate the laws of Heritable with those of 
Moyeable Succession in Scotland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Thomas Shaw, Dr. Farqu- 
harson, Mr. Hunter, Mr. Kapier, Mr. Leng, Mr. 
Haldane, and Mr. Crombie. 

Bill presented, and read first time.[Bill 107.] 

ASSISTANT COUNTY SURYETORS (IRE- 
LAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Thomas Lea, Bill to amend 
the Law for the payment of Assistant County 
Surveyors in Ireland, ordered to be brought in 
by Sir Thomas Lea, Mr. Johnston, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, and Mr. Barton. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 108. J 

LODGING HOUSES BILL. 

On Motion of Sir F. S. Powell, Bill to amend 
the Public Health Acts with respect to the re- 
gulation of common Lodging Houses, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir F. S. Powell, Dr. Far- 
guharson, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Sir Reginald 
Hanson, Mr. Eenrick, Mr. Knowles, and Mr. 
Henry J. Wilson. 

Bill presented, and read first time.[Bill 109.] 

SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Bhiiess Will, Bill to amend 
the Law relating to the election of School 
Boards in Scotland, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. ShiresB WiU, Sir John Kinloch, Mr. 
Lyell, and Mr. Wason. 

Bill presented, and read first time.[Bill 110.] 

SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 

AMENDMENT (nO. 2) BILL* 

On Motion of Mr. Herbert Roberts, BiU 
to amend the Sunday Closing (Wal^ Act, 
1881, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert 
Roberts, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. J. Herbert 
Lewis, Mr. Alfred Thomas, and Mr. Spioer. 

Bill presented, and read first time.[Bill HI.] 

House adjoumett at half after 

Four o*clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday^ 2nd February 1893. 



His Rojal Highness the Duke of 
Camhridge — Singly took the Oath. 

Several Lords — Took the Oath. 

SAT FIRST. 

Earl Bathurst, after the death of his 
father. 

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY'S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

[adjourned debate.] 

Order of the Day for resuming the 
Debate on the Motion for an humble 
Address to Her Majesty, read. 

Debate resumed accordingly. 

The Marquess of LONDONDERRY : 
My Lords, after the remarks made by 
the noble Earl who leads the House at 
a banquet over which he presided last 
week, I confess that it was with no 
feeling of surprise that I noticed the 
extremely quiet and modest manner in 
which he dwelt on the important — the all- 
important— question of Home Rule in the 
remarks which he addressed to your 
Lordships on Tuesday last. But I con- 
fess that it was with feelings of the 
sincerest surprise that I noted the minute 
— and I might almost say the minutest — 
of small spaces that was accorded to 
that great question in Her Majestys' 
Gracious Speech from the Throne. I 
venture to say that the course that has 
been pursued at the present moment by 
Her Majesty's Government is absolutely 
unprecedented in political annals. There 
has not been a measure of such vast 
magnitude as this question of Home 
Rule put forward within recent years, 
and promoted by a large and influential 
Party, a Party which does not hesitate 
to say has been returned to power on 
this question of Home Rule alone ; and 
yet, on the meeting of your Lordships' 
House, Her Majesty's Government have 
not confided, even to the supporters of 
their policy, the essential features beingthe 
details of that measure. I cannot but 
think, my Lords, from the speeches of 
the noble Lords who moved and seconded 
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the Address, that they are not among the 
lucky few to whom this important secret 
has been confided; for with all due 
deference to those two noble Lords, they 
merely dealt with those conunon-place 
platitudes which have done yeoman's 
service within the last six years upon every 
platform in England .in attempting to 
prove that Home Rule is absolutely 
necessary for the prosperity of Ireland. 
I am bound to admit that we have been 
told by the noble Lord who leads the House 
that this Home Rule measure is to be 
of no milk-and-water description, which 
I suppose means that it is not of the '^ gas- 
and- water" description pledged by the 
candidate who won the bye-election at 
Rossendale two years ago ; and 
therefore there can be no doubt 
that the measure of Home Rule 
shortly to be introduced into the 
House of Commons will be of an extreme 
character to please and satisfy the Irish 
Party among the noble Earl's supporters, 
who have spoken in no uncertain manner 
as to the Home Rule which they claim 
as the right of Ireland. I do not desire 
to increase the difficulties of the noble 
Earl opposite, but there may be a cer- 
tain amount of difficulty in reconciling 
the opinions of those gentlemen with 
that of one of the supporters of the 
noble Earl, Mr Atherley-Jones, who 
has written a letter in this morn- 
ing's TimeSj which, it seems to me, 
is difficult to reconcile with a Bill of an 
extreme character. Now, my Lords, I 
will say a few words with regard to 
some of the speeches made in your 
Lordships' House on Tuesday last. The 
noble Marquess (Lord Salisbury), in the 
course of his remarks, alluded to a 
speech made some few months ago by 
the noble Lord who moved the Address, 
and he quoted from that speech the fol- 
lowing words: — 

** No great changes can be attempted by the 
Liberal Party \v*ithout a commanding majority 
on this side of St. George's Channel. 

The noble Lord who moved the Address 
does not enjoy a monopoly of that 
opinion, for it is shared by one of the 
leaders of the Nationalist Party, Mr. T. 
P. O'Connor, who said on May 22nd 
last — 

»' A majority of 30—" 

and I will remind your Lordships that 
the majority is at present only 38 — 

I 



183 



Address in 



{LORDS} 



Answer to Her 



18^ 



** would mean that the majority of the people 
of Great Britain were against Home Rule, and 
it is ridiculous to suppose that we can carry a 
measure against which the British majority has 
declared." 

Well, England has spoken in no uncer- 
tain voice ; she has declared that she 
will not have Home Rule ; and when 
that is the case, we of the Conservative 
Party can look with satisfaction on the 
future, and say, in the words of Mr. T. 
P, O'Connor, that— 

" Home Rule, in the present constitution of 
Parliament, is ahsolut^ly impossible and im- 
practicable." 

I will now say a few words with regard 
to the noble Lord who seconded the 
Address (Lord Thring), whose great 
ability and knowledge of political affairs 
I fully recognise. In the course of his 
remarks he said that "90 years had passed 
away since the Union, and though the 
first throe years were free from legisla- 
tion of a coercive and restrictive charac- 
ter, during the remaining 60 there was 
hardly one in which such legislation had 
not been passed.'* I would remind the 
noble Lord that Ireland has had expe- 
rience of a Parliament sitting in College 
Green. She has had the experience of 
Grattan's Parliament, in which no less 
than 54 Coercion Acts were passed in 
18 years. I dislike the word Coercion. 
The present law in Ireland I infinitely 
prefer to describe as a measure for 
the repression of crime, and I defy 
any noble Lord opposite to show me one 
single instance of a law-abiding person 
there who cares one iota for what are 
called the Coercion Acts, and who only 
know those Acts as measures which 
protect them and give them security in 
their property and person. But I fully 
admit that there is coercion in Ireland — 
coercion for the murderer, intimidator, the 
boycotter, and the moonlight assassin — 
coercion which enables the Executive, if 
they choose to exercise it, to bring those 
ruffians to justice, to obtain convictions 
against them, and to send them to the 
galleys, and, if necessary, even to the 
gallows. That part of the Act for the 
repression of crime should never have 
been allowed to lapse for political pur- 
poses, and I glory in the fact that, under 
the rigime of Mr. Balfour, that Act was 
mad apart of the permanent law of 
the land. The noble Lord opposite 
(Lord Thring) went on to say, on the 
opening of the Debate the other night — 
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. *' In his opinion, the views of opponents of 
the present policy of Home Rule for Ireland 
were exaggerated beyond all measure. They 
said that the gift of local self-government to 
Ireland would not satisfy her aspirations, but 
what shadow of proof was there that it would 
not?" 

Upon that I will give the noble Lord's 
expressions of opinion by the leaders of 
the Nationalist Party, which will come 
home to his mind far more strongly than 
any words of mine. In the first place 
their late leader, Mr. Parnell, declared — 

" None of us, whether we are in America, or 
in Ireland, or wherever we may be, will be 
satisfied until we have destroyed the last link 
which keeps Ireland bound to England." 

Mr. O'Brien has stated — 

" I take it that we are all united in demand- 
ing that the Irish Parliament, while it acts 
within its own province, shall be as free from 
Imperial meddhng as the Parliaments of Aus- 
tralia or Canada' ; that is to say, practically 
speaking, as free as air." 

Mr. Dillon says — 

"I deny utterly that I have ever in the 
course of my life lowered the flag of national 
independence, and I never shall." 

I will quote one more expression of Mr. 
ParnelPs to show your Lordships that 
the measure of Home Rule put forward 
in 1886 was accepted merely as an in- 
stalment, and not as a final settlement, 
of the Irish Question. Here are Mr. 
Parnell's words — 

" We have heard that I accepted the Home 
Rule Bill of 1886 ; I have not. I accepted the 
principle of the measure, but I never accepted 
its details." 

To another point of the noble Lord's 
speech I can give even a better answer. 
He said — 

" Then it is said that the majority will op- 
press the minority, but there are no g^unds on 
which to base this sinister belief." 



If I may use the expression, I think there 
the noble Lord gave himself entirely 
away. He has entirely ignored the 
statements of his supporters in the Na- 
tionalist Party, or he could not have failed 
to see what the treatment of the unfor- 
tunate minority in Ireland would be 
under Home Rule. I will quote both 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Davitt, and I do not 
think that any noble Lord opposite will 
venture to deny that those two men are 
now the great leaders of the Nationalist 
Party. Mr. Dillon says — 
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** When we come out of the struggle we will 
remember those who were the i)eople'8 friends, 
and who were the people's enemies, and we 
will deal out our rewards to the one, and our 
punishments to the other/' 

We have been told by Mr. Davitt how 
he proposes to deal with us. He says — 

" With regard to the Ulster Protestants, they 
are not Irish ; they are English and Scotch, who 
have settled among us. Leave them alone to 
us, and we will make short work of those 
gentry." 

I think I have answered the two state- 
ments of the noble Lord opposite, and I 
will give him one word of advice with 
regard to the future conduct of Ulster. 
Ulster, I can assure him, has no idea of 
being handed over to the tender mer* 
cies of Mr. Davitt and Mr. Dillon. 
They have not hesitated to tell us the 
manner in which they intend to treat us, 
and Ulster has no intention whatever of 
submitting her loyal Protestant neck to 
the disloyal Catholic yoke. I have had 
an opportunity of gauging, from practical 
experience, the feeling of Protestant 
Ulster. I was an eye-witness of the 
great demonstration at Belfast, under 
the presidency of my noble Friend the 
leader of the Protestants of Ulster (the 
Duke of Abercom), and I endorse what 
my noble Friend said on that occasion — 
" We will never have Home Rule." 
There is but one feeling pervading the 
whole of Ulster, that under no circum- 
stances of any sort or kind will we 
accept any measiu*e establishing a Par- 
liament in College Green ; and a 
Minister who has had practical ex- 
pericQce in the government of Ireland 
has not hesitated to say that 
Ulster would be justified in shed- 
ding blood rather than allow her pro- 
sperity to be ruined and her peace de- 
stroyed by the setting up of a Home Rule 
Parliament. But one feeling pervades 
Ulster, and if, after her solemn declara- 
tion, the present Government persist in 
carrying a measure of Home Rule for 
Ireland, on them must be the responsi- 
bility of any serious consequences which 
may ensue, and more especially respon- 
sible for them must be held those Cabinet 
Ministers who have had practical experi- 
ence of Ireland, and who know that 
Ulster has said that she will not have 
those institutions touched under which 
for generations she has lived a happy, 
prosperous, and contented portion of the 
£mpire. And now I will say a few 



words with regard to the policy of Her 
Majesty^s Ministers during the time they 
have been responsible for the govern- 
ment of Ireland, unchecked and unham- 
pered by any criticism from Parliament. 
I will ask any noble Lord who may 
address himself to the remarks I am now 
making to point out any act of Her 
Majesty's Government, of any sort 
or kind, that has been in any way 
advantageous to Ireland, or the law- 
abiding inhabitants of L-eland, during 
the six months they have been 
in office. There has been but one 
policy pursued by Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment, and it was well described two days 
ago by the noble Marquess (Lord Salis- 
bury) who sits below me as an endeavour 
to capture the class which sympathises 
with crime. I do not hesitate to say 
that it is a policy of truckling to lawless- 
ness and outrage. A body of men who* 
have pleaded guilty to kicking out the 
brains of an unfortunate Inspector of 
Police who was discharging his duty have, 
long before the expiration of their sen- 
tences, been released from prison. With 
respect to that, there are three questions 
I would like to ask the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack, whom the Chief 
Secretary says he consulted. In the first 
place, why were these murderers re- 
leased ? In the next place, why, when 
the sentences which were passed upon 
them by the Judge who tried them were 
different, these men were all released on 
the same day ? And, thirdly, why the 
Judge who tried the case was never con- 
sulted on the subject of their release ? I 
have had experience of such matters, and 
I can say that never in my experience 
in any important case has a convict been 
released without consulting the Judge 
who tried the case. In the Debate in 
another place two nights ago the Chief 
Secretary interrupted my right hon. 
Friend Mr. Balfour, and said that he had 
consulted the Lord High Chancellor of 
England. Therefore, I will ask the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack what 
were the reasons which induced him to 
let loose upon the country a body of the 
worst scoundrels that ever existed or 
infested any country ? Now, my Lords, 
I will turn from the cases of truckling to 
the class which sympathises with crime 
to the Evicted Tenants Commission. 
That Commission was intended to re- 
instate a set of men who were nothing 
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but fraudulent, and consequently criminal 
bankrupts. There is another point to 
which I wish to call attention, and that 
is the removal of capable Unionists 
from the Governing Boards of asylums 
in various parts of Ireland. I 
have had experience in this matter ; 
when Lord Lieutenant I went into the 
constitution of the varftus Boards, and I 
was always careful to give effect to the 
representation of the different parties in 
Ireland. The result of the policy pur- 
sued by Her Majesty^s Government has 
been an increase of serious crime in the 
south-west of Ireland. From the infor- 
mation which I possess I would say — 
without hesitation, that serious crime — 
boycotting, intimidation, murder, and 
outrage — has seriously increased. The 
Chief Secretary stated at Newcastle that 
in saying that serious crime had increased 
under Her Majesty's Government in Ire- 
land I had been guilty of making '^culpably 
reckless assertions.'' Now, to that I 
will reply that I base my statements on 
the charges of various Judges of Assize 
in Ireland. In addressing the Grand 
Jury of Munster Mr. Justice Harrison 
said — 

" There were some cases of a very unpleasant 
Datare, which rather pointed to a disordered 
state of society — ^what were known as White- 
boy offences, persons rising and assembling to 
the terror of Her Majesty's subjects with fire- 
arms, and, as alleged in some cases, firing into 
dwelling-houses.*' 

The Lord Chief Justice at the Con- 
naught Winter Assizes said — 

« I regret that some of the counties that form 
the aggregate of what is called the Connaught 
Winter Assizes County, are not in as satisfac- 
tory condition as we could wish. I instance 
Lei trim. In Lei trim, according to the Report 
of the County Inspector, there has been an 
increase of serious crime. Last year the num- 
ber was 12, in the corresponding period this 
year it is 21." 

He goes on to say — 

** I turn next to the West Riding of the 
County Galway. In that Riding there is a 
slight increase in the more serious crimes. The 
number last year was 17, aa compared with 23 
this year." 

These charges of Judges of Assize fully 
corroborate my statement that there has 
been a serious increase of crime. More- 
over, for the first time we have seen local 
Boards lately condemning outrages at 
their meetings, and this fact of itself is 
evidence that crime exists in the districts 
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to a serious extent. At a meeting of 
working men in KUnish recently the 
parish priest supported a resolution 
calling upon the Government to recog- 
,nize the fact that their first duty was to 
support the police and to prevent dis- 
order and crime. Again, at a meeting 
within the last fortnight in the county 
of Clare, at which the Lieutenant 
and county magistrates were present, a 
resolution was passed expressing "regret 
that there had been a recent return to 
lawlessness in the county during the last 
few months, and calling on the Govern- 
ment to take such steps, either by 
reviving the powers they already 
possessed or by fresh legislation, if 
necessary, to put down acts which are 
a disgrace to any civilised community." 
I noticed in The Times of Tuesday a list 
of outrages in County Kerry, and I have 
been told that even this list does not cover 
the entire number. I have taken the 
trouble to have those outrages enume- 
rated verified, and, with only one or two 
exceptions, every one of them was 
reported in the Kerry Sentinel, which, 
as a Nationalist organ, would not make 
the case against its party worse than 
necessary. It may be said that the 
counties of Clare and Kerry were never 
free from crime. Then that strengthens 
my argument tenfold that, by relaxing 
the powers which enabled them to 
grapple with crime, the Government 
are doubly truckling to the Nationalist 
Party. I ask to what this unsatisfactory 
state of things is to be attributed, and I 
say solemnly that it is due to one thing 
only— the policy of truckling which has 
been pursued by the present Chief 
Secretary for Ireland both in and 
out of office. A prominent politician 
like Mr. Morley cannot go down 
with impunity to the town of Tipperary 
and there countenance a riot between the 
mob and the police got up for his 
special edification, and afterwards pro- 
ceeil to a Court of Law and there give 
evidence in favour of the mob as against 
the police. The right hon. Gentleman 
cannot do these things with impunity, 
and either in Parliament or out of it 
denounce his predecessor, Mr. Balfour, 
for administering the powers intrusted 
to him and applied with perfect impar- 
tiality and justice — power of prosecuting 
and convicting law-breakers of every 
sort and kind. The Chief Secretary 
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could not do those things without 
creating in the hreast of every law- 
breaker in Ireland ^ the firm con- 
viction that he would favour them 
when he returned to power. Your Lord- 
ships have seen within the last few 
years a policy of truckling carried on to 
an unknown extent with the late Mr. 
Parnell in order to secure the Nationalist 
vote. The Irish Unionists have watched 
it with sorrow and horror, and felt at the 
time that they might say with truth — 

" Shall it, for shame, be spoken in these 
days, 



" That men of your nobility and power 
" Did *g^e them both in an unjust be- 
half,— 
" As all of you, God pardon it 1 have done. 
And when that ill-fated alliance was 
shattered and denunciations were falling 

fast, might we not have added — 

*^ And shall it, in more shame, be further 
spoken, 

*' That you are fooFd, discarded, and shook 
off 

" By those for whom these shames ye under- 
went ? " 

I make these observations in no spirit of 
exuberant exultation at the depth of 
degradation to which the Party oppo- 
site has stooped. I make them in the firm 
hope, however, that they will be guided in 
their action in future by the painful 
position they have occupied in the past. 
I will ask them, once and for all, to 
abandon the system of truckling which 
they have pursued for the past six 
months, and to adopt that policy which 
only can ensure to Ireland permanent 
happiness and prosperity. That was the 
policy of the last Government during the 
six years they were in power, a policy 
which raised Ireland from a state almost 
of rebellion to a peaceful and law- 
abiding condition, and it is the only 
policy by which Ireland can be governed 
— a policy of firmness, fearlessness, and 
respect for justice. If Her Majesty^s 
Oovernment will in future continue that 
policy we Unionists of Ireland will give 
them our hearty support : for with 
Ireland law-abiding she will in time be- 
come law-loving, and then will be 
seen permanent confidence restored ; 
with that confidence we shall see pros- 
perity, and with prosperity we shall see 
happiness and contentment, and the cry 
of " the distressful country " will be for 
ever swept away. 



•Viscount de VESCI said, there were 
several noble Lords present who repre- 
sented different Departments of the 
Government, and he hoped they might 
even now be inclined to give their Lord- 
ships some view of the present policy of 
Ministers in regard to Ireland. Refer- 
ring to the administration of Ireland 
during the last Hie months, he challenged 
th6 release of the prisoners both in 
England and Ireland. He did not desire 
to dwell at any length <m the release of 
the men convicted of crimes against the 
Dynamite Acts in England, but he desired 
to ask the noble Earl (Earl Spencer) to 
explain for what reasons and under what 
conditions and terms those men were 
released. He would hardly suggest that 
their release was dictated by the exigen-^ 
cies of political expediency ; but he would' 
remind the Government that such doves 
of a dynamite character, let out to fly 
over the face of the waters, were apt like 
curses and chickens to speedily return to 
roost. He next desired to refer to 
the exercise of patronage in Ireland, 
and to the displacement of members 
of Public Boards, and especially of mem- 
bers of the Lunatic Asylum Board. 
He did not complain of the fresh nomi- 
nations to those Boards ; they were the 
spoils of ofiice which the Government 
owed to their Irish task-masters and 
allies. No doubt some of those who had 
been appointed would very likely prove 
capable members. He would ask the 
noble Earl the First Lord of the Admiralty 
on what method or principle some of the- 
former Members of these Boards had been 
ousted ? He would remind the noble 
Earl that some of those gentlemen had 
most probably been dominated by him 
when he was Viceroy of Ireland. He 
would ask what charges of corruption 
or maladministration have been made 
that necessitated such wholesale dis- 
placement of the former Governors ? 
Why oust those most conspicuous by 
constant attendance and business capaci- 
ties, and retain on the Boards those who 
from disinclination, stress of business, 
or serious illness are unwilling, or unable, 
to give a constant attendance ? The 
Government were to be congratulated 
that Dean Swift no longer presided 
at St. Patrick's. As to the Evicted 
Tenants Commission, ho disapproved 
it« composition, and wished to ask 
whether there was any precedent for 
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appointing such a one-sided tribunal ? 
As yet no one member of it had shown 
any inclination to test the truth of any 
statement made before it. One of the 
terms of Reference was also open to 
damaging criticism, for it apparently 
limited the inquiry to an investigation 
into the alleged grievances of one class 
of tenants only, and that class consisted 
of men who had been living on chrfrity 
extorted from their neighbours, and who 
were a cause of terror to well-behaved 
and loyal people. Why should they 
alone have an opportunity of stating 
their grievances, and why should tenants 
who had left their farms and were now 
attempting to rebuild their fortunes else- 
where have been excluded and left out in 
the cold ? He could only suppose that 
they were excluded on the principle that 
les absents ont toujours tart. With 
reference to the release of the Gweedore 
prisoners, men who had pleaded guilty, 
by the advice of their counsel, to a most 
foul murder, he would ask the Lord 
Chancellor whether before then- release 
the advice was sought of the Judge who 
tried the case and of the present Attorney 
General for Ireland, who was the counsel 
for the prisoners at the trial, and who 
advised them to plead guilty ? Whilst 
congratulating the Foreign Secretary on 
the success that had attended his 
efforts to maintain for England her 
legitimate and recognised control over 
Egyptian administration, he thought 
it well to point out that foreign 
Governments who were opposed to 
our occupation of that country might 
not unnaturally think that a Government 
which appeared to be chiefly occupied 
with schemes of disintegration at home 
would probably be indifferent to the 
position held by England in Eastern 
politics. The danger of the recent 
situation had been averted by the 
courageous policy of the Secretary for 
Foreign A.ffau^ (Lord Rosebery), but it 
is a danger that is not likely to re-arise. 
In support of the Home Rule scheme 
of the Government, the noble Lord the 
Mover of the Address had expressed the 
pious hope that the Home Rule measure 
would be one that a loyal supporter of 
the Government could cordially accept, 
and at Hastings he hoped that it would 
be acceptable to prudent and patriotic 
persons. It was to be hoped that neither his 
loyalty, his prudence, or his patriotism 

Viscount de Vesci 



would be put to the test of voting on a 
Home Rule measure in this House of 
Parliament. The noble Lord who 
seconded the Address was much more 
thoroughgoing. He went back through 
centuries of misrule before the Act of 
Union. He would have appealed to 
primaeval chaos if it had been 
necessary. The Seconder of the Ad- 
dress had cited the case of Austria- 
Hungary as a precedent. It was tnie, of 
course, that Hungary had obtained the 
autonomy she desired ; but had that 
rendered her more contented or tolerant 
of the wishes of other people, and was 
her union with Austria a real union of 
hearts ? Was it not rather a union pre- 
served by the personal influence, the 
enlightened patriotism, and the trans- 
parent honesty of the illustrious Monarch 
upon the Throne ? Those bonds would 
he expected be rapidly loosened if the 
reins of power fell into less capable hands. 
At the present moment a question 
of great importance was pending 
between Norway and Sweden. The 
former countrv, not satisfied with the 
autonomy she now possessed, demanded 
a full and free diplomatic representation 
abroad. Would not a similar demand soon 
be made by Ireland if Home Rule were 
granted? Let them imagine what diffi- 
culties would arise if an Irish Consul 
General in Cairo, acting under the in- 
structions of his Government in collusion 
with the French representative, were to 
thwart the British oflScials in all business 
to be transacted with the Egyptian 
Government. If Home Rule were 
granted they could easily forecast the 
fate of the Protestant population of 
Ireland. In Canada there was an 
instance, in little, of Ireland in the 
Province of Quebec, where hardly a 
single Protestant was now allowed to 
hold any oflice of profit and honour, and 
property in Quebec was being rapidly 
transferred from Protestant to Roman 
Catholic hands. Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment were confronted in that House not 
only by a large majority who were 
hostile to them, but by almost all the 
Peers who were connected with Ireland. 
If it were in order to refer to a Debate 
in a former Parliament, he would remind 
their Lordships of an illustration or an 
argument used by the noble Lord the 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs in a Debate 
on the Report of a Special Commissioiu 
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The noble Lord read a protest signed 
and recorded Id the Journals of the last 
Irish House of Lords against the Act of 
Union, and the noble Lord appealed to 
those whom he probably considered their 
degenerate descendants as to why they 
presumed to differ with their ancestors 
and predecessors in title. That protest 
was signed and recorded in all ignorance 
of the immense advance, by leaps 
and bounds, of Irish prosperity after 
the Act of Union — an advance so 
marked that Mr. Grattan, the great 
Leader of the last Irish Parliament, 
declared that he, for one, would never 
advocate the restoration of an Irish 
Parliament ; but that protest was signed 
93 years ago. And it might be asked 
why Peers, who only nine years ago had 
the same convictions as the majority o^ 
the House, should have now foresworn 
the truths they then held to. That 
protest was recorded 93 years ago ; nine 
years ago the then Viceroy of Ireland — 
to his eternal honour be it said — stemmed, 
and successfully stemmed, the rising 
flood of anarchy and rapine. 

The first LORD op the AD- 
MIRALTY (Earl Spencer) : My 
Lords, the noble Viscount has referred 
to the position in which Her Majesty's 
Goveniment are placed in regard to the 
majority in your Lordships' House. I 
fully realize that position. I fully 
realize that we have a large and import- 
ant body in your Lordships' House in 
opposition to ourselves. The Irish 
Members, with few exceptions, are, we 
are aware, opposed to our Irish policy ; 
at the same time, while admitting that, 
and fully admitting the difficulty it 
places upon us, it is our duty to take 
part in your Lordships' House, urging 
the arguments in favour of the principles 
we think right — principles applying not 
only to Great Britain, but to Ireland. 
We have always met with, from the 
opposite side of the House, a courteous 
hearing, and I am sure we shall continue 
to do so during the Sessjon, when per- 
haps it may be our duty often to take up 
subjects which do not find favour with 
your Lordships. Before I turn to the 
subject of Ireland, I wish to say a few 
words with regard to the speech of my 
noble Friend the noble Duke (the 
Duke of Devonshire), who, I am 
Borry to see, is not in his place on the 
opening of the Sitting. The noble 



Duke alluded to the multiplicity of the 
subjects embraced in Her Majesty's 
Speech from the Throne. I do not deny 
that we have placed a considerable 
number of important measures in that 
Speech. First of all, in this subject, I 
would appeal to the noble Duke, and ask 
him whether he himself has not been a 
party to proposing in Her Majesty's 
Speeches a considerable number of 
measures, more, in fact, than could be 
carried through in the course of a Ses- 
sion ? I wish, also, to say this. During 
the last six years that we have been in 
opposition and have been brought into 
contact with the constituencies in dif- 
ferent parts of the country — I am 
referring not only to those of my 
Colleagues who sit in this House, but 
also those of my Colleagues who sit 
in another place — we have heard the 
wishes and ascertained the views of the 
constituencies on many subjects. We 
have considered them, and where we 
agreed with them we have given pledges 
that we would support measures giving 
effect to them, such as the constituencies 
desired to see passed. We are pledged, 
therefore, in principle, to a considerable 
number of measures, and I should like to 
know, if we had not included a number of 
those measures in the proposals in Her 
Majesty's Speech for the coming Session, 
whether we should not have been justly 
attacked for not maintaining the pledges 
we have made in the country ? Of course, 
it is a very different thing to make general 
statements in favour of principles, and 
to carry out those principles in an Act 
of Parliament. We thought it our duty, 
in order to fulfil the pledges we made 
during the last six months, to endeavour 
to put into practical measures the prin- 
ciples we advocated up and down the 
country. I confess I should prefer to 
carry out my pledges, even if we cannot 
carry many of the measures, rather than 
to give the go-by to those pledges, and 
to place only a few measures in Her 
Majesty's Speech. Now, my Lords, I 
come to the subject of Ireland. The 
subject of Ireland has been debated in 
this House to-night and on Tuesday 
night under two heads. There has been 
discussion as to the condition of Ireland 
and as to the administration of Ireland 
during the last six months, and there 
has also been discussion as to the 
measures which we intend to propose 
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Act under which those proclamations 
were issued, and when they came into 
office naturally at once made careful in- 
quiry whether the state of the country 
was such that it necessitated the con- 
tinuance of several of those proclama- 
tions, several of which had been revoked 
by the late Government. When the 
present Government found that they 
could with safety carry out the policy 
they had themselves advocated, then, 
and not till then, did they revoke those 
proclamations. The noble Marquess re- 
ferred to districts in Ireland which he 
said are in a very disturbed condition, 
and he named Clare and Kerry. I quite 
admit that parts of those counties have 
always been exceedingly difficult to 
manage and very lawless. But the late 
Government with all their powers were 
not able to cope with crime in those 
districts, and in Clare they failed to get 
convictions. 

•The Marquess op LONDON- 
DERRY : " No, no." 

Earl SPENCER: Then let the 
noble Marquess quote some case where 
this power of secret inquiry enabled them 
to get convictions in Clare. We were 
taken to task for what we said in the 
Queen's Speech of improvement in Ire- 
land. We never said every part of 
Ireland was quiet, but that, generally 
speaking, agrarian crime had diminished, 
and I think the figures bear that out. 
In Ireland, in 1891, there were 472 agra- 
rian outrages, and in 1892 there were 
405, a diminution of 67. Deducting 
threatening letters, there were 257 out- 
rages in 1891 against 213 in 1892. 
Those facts show we were justified in 
the statement we made. With regard to 
Clare and Kerry, I «vas anxious to see 
whether we were justified in the statement 
there. In County Clare, during the period 
for which the present Government are 
responsible — from 23rd August, 1892, to 
22nd January, 1893, the agrarian out- 
rages, inclusive of threatening letters, 
were 22, in number, and during the 
same period in 1892 there were 33, so 
that there has been a diminution of ten 
in Clare. Exclusive of threatening 
letters the figures are for 1892-3, 15, 
and for 1891-2, 22, or a diminution of 
seven. In Kerry during the same period 
the figures are 1892-3, 17, and 1891-2, 
22, and exclusive of threatening letters 
14 and 15 respectively. Lord Midleton 

Earl Spencer 



quoted West Kerry, but I have not «rot 
separate figures for that part of the 
county. I say those facts amply justify 
the statement in the Queen's Speech and 
contradict the noble Marquess, who made 
such broad assertions as to the increase 
of crime in Ireland. With regard to 
district asylums, I was surprised to find 
that the late Government had introduced 
a very important change, and I con- 
gratulate the noble Marquess, the late 
Viceroy, on having in 1889 changed the 
appointment of the Governors from a 
permanent to an annual one. I consider 
that a very desirable change. I under- 
stood the charge to be that the Govern- 
ment had been improperly packing these 
AsylumsBoards with their own supporters. 
I have made a little inquiry, and I can 
give two examples which will illustrate 
what has been done by my noble Friend, 
I may mention that the contributing 
bodies appoint one-half the Governors 
and the Lord Lieutenant of the countj 
the other half. In the county of Armagh 
the Board consists of 18 menders. In 
1892 the Grand Jury representatives 
were nine Protestants and no Roman 
Catholics ; and the Lord Lieutenant 
appointed seven Protestants and two 
Roman Catholics. This is in a county 
where the Roman Catholics are 46*1 per 
cent, of the population. I maintain 
that, without any trucKling to popular 
feeling, it was expedient and important 
that an injustice to the Roman Catholic 
population should be redressed. Accord- 
ingly the present Lord Lieutenant has 
appointed five Roman Catholics, and the 
Board now consists of 13 Protestants 
and five Roman Catholics. On another 
Board with which the noble Marquess is 
familiar — the Board of Downpatrick — 
in 1892 there were 16 Protestants and 
two Roman Catholics. In 1893 the 
Grand Jury nominated nine Protestants 
and the Lord Lieutenant three Protestants 
and six Roman Catholics, making 12 
Protestants and six Roman Catholics. 
That does not seem to be an undue 
representation of the minority on that 
Board. In several cases the Lord 
Lieutenants, after putting on the Boards 
representatives of the minority of the 
population, selected the remaining nomi- 
nees from gentlemen who had served the 
longest and were reputed to be the best 
administrators. There is do pretence 
for saying that men were put off because 
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of alleged faults on their parts ; but a 
grave iu justice plainly existed in the 
minority of the population not • being 
represented, and it was necessary in 
redressing that injustice to leave out the 
names of some men who &ad done good 
service on the Boards. I must make 
another remark with regard to the speech 
of the noble Marquess. I confess it was 
with some wonder I heard one who has 
held the high position he has held express 
himself in such strong terms with regard 
to the majority of the population in 
Ireland ; he said the people of Ulster 
would never submit to be placed under 
the disloyal Catholic yoke. This is a 
very remarkable 'declaration to be made 
by a former Lord Lieutenant who has 
had under him an enormous Roman 
Catholic population. I admit there is 
an 'important Protestant population, and 
no one believes more than I do that it 
must be considered ; but who ever has 
to do with the government of Ireland 
knows that he has to deal with a vast 
majority of Roman Catholics ; and I am 
surprised that one who has held the 
highest office in the country should have 
spoken as he did of the majority of its 
population. I have said that we must 
have regard to Ulster as a most impor- 
tant part of Ireland. No one who wishes 
to deal with Local Government in 
Ireland can for a moment disregard the 
interests of Ulster ; but is it to dictate 
to the whole of Ireland ? Is it to dic- 
tate to the Imperial Parliament ? Is it 
loyal on the part of one who has repre- 
sented Her Majesty in Ireland to use 
words such as these — that Ulster would 
never consent to Home Rule and would 
be justified in shedding blood to resist 

it? 

•The Marquess of LONDON- 
DERRY : I was only quoting the words 
of the noble Earl in his Bristol speech. 
Earl SPENCER : I adhere to what 
I said at Bristol, which is perfectly con- 
sistent with the attitude I now hold with 
regard to Home Rule ; but one who has 
held the office of Viceroy in Ireland has 
no business indirectly to encourage the 
people of Ulster to oppose as tliey say 
^^ even to the shedding of blood " the 
decrees of the Imperial Parliament. 
Considering the long time measures of 
refonn are discussed in this country, and 
that we thus effect by constitutional 
means changes which lead to bloodshed 



in other countries, it is a serious thing 
for one who has held so high and re- 
sponsible a position to use language 
which, as far as I can see, is little short 
of encouraging Ulster, in certain circum- 
stances, to rebel. 

•The Marquess of LONDON-' 
DERRY : I must interrupt the noble 
Lord. What I said was that after the 
solemn warnings we had had from 
Ulster, and the way in which she had 
spoken last month, Ministers were taking 
a great responsibility upon themselves in 
forcing Home Rule upon Ulster. I 
ventured to appeal to those who have had 
practical experience of the Government 
of Ireland, and who have not hesitated 
to say that Ulstermen would be justified 
in shedding blood to maintain their in- 
stitutions, and I said that upon Ministers 
would rest the responsibility. 

Earl SPENCER : I have nothing to 
withdraw from what I have said. Her 
Majesty's Government are fully sensible 
of their own responsibility, and I do not 
think Ulster has the right to dictate to 
the Parliament of the United Kingdom 
or to put herself in the position the 
noble Marquess expects she* will assume 
on this occasion. The noble Marquess 
said our policy was truckling. I entirely 
deny it. We do what we consider right 
and good for the people of Ireland. I 
quite admit vast improvements have 
been made in Ireland, but, notwithstand- 
ing all these improvements, did you find 
in 1885 or 1886 any improvement in 
the loyalty of the majority of the people ? 
It is because we find that there is still 
an intolerance of British rule, and 
because we find, after all our experience 
of governing and after all the concessions 
that have been made, the people of Ire* 
land are still resolutely opposed to the 
present Union, that we say a new policy 
is absolutely indispensable for the 
country. Talking of truckling to the 
Irish, I should like to ask the noble 
Marquess whether there was any truck- 
ling to the Irish Party in the summer of 
1885 ? I speak with some reluctance on 
this point ; I was keenly interested in 
the attitude taken on that occasion by 
the Conservative Government. Then, 
what was the object of that long 
Maamtrasna debate, and the attacks on 
the Liberal Government for what they 
thought it their duty to do with regard 
to those prisoners ? Was it not to 
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^^^l\^i^ \\\^ UM\ K\\t^ X ttttd w»s not that 
Mm4UM|jt lu iW lri«h Y\>te? I do not 
yi{ik\\ \\\ k\\\^\\ WW t\m fHunful subject; 
\i\\^ I lIuMl^hl it itKhu «8 the noble 
MHM)U(^iitt \\Mi «^)H\k«^u ^> vehemently, to 
nlHlit |ilHiul\\ i^ini 1 ho|>e hurlj and 
luilumU,\t \\\w \U^w» 1 entertain with 
iVMHhl In wIm^I h<» MuU. There are 
\\\m\ i^viuu ^hioh Imvo been referred 
\m% \\\\\ \ *\\M \s\^\ \U^al with them, as an 
H|^|HH^I hmt U^m iiH^de in reference to 
\\\s^\\\ \\\ \\\y^ wMw and learned Friend on 
\\\\\ \\\^\\9^\\x He will Ih> able to deal 
\\{\\\ \\\Ky K\\\\^m\\\x%s oa«t\ and the other 
\\is^\\tk \\ \\\\\\\ ha>o Ihhmi i^eferred to, I am 
■uu> In lm\n IhMibUHl Your Lordships at 
9^\\A\ \s\\\^\\\x Iml* I think I am justified 
WW (IUm tK^^Mlou in umkiu|^ the remarks 
I lm>n mldhmmnl U\ vour Lorils)u|>s, 

luiui A8llH0r*UNK: 1 have lis- 
W\m\x HM hII )our l«o)\Uhi|>« have^ no 
\\\^\\\\U \\\\\\ iMtMi (^Mnl«>4il attention to the 
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What? 

Lord ASHBOURNE : Steady dis- 
paragement of all Unionists and all land- 
lords. I do not say this is Mr. Morley's 
desire. Very likely, nay certainly, he 
has been a victim of circumstances. His 
hand has been forced by his position. 
He had the priesthood all ranged on his 
side ; those who had heretofore been 
preaching sedition refrained ifroni doing so 
in order *' not to embarrass the Govern- 
ment " — ^the phrase has become a catch- 
word in Ireland ~ while the law-breakers 
were in the novel position of desiring 
not to break the law. But these advan- 
tages were, of course, counterbalanced 
by relative disadvantages. These people 
wanted their quid pro quo^ and thus it 
happened that the Chief Secretary has 
been fettered by the yoke of his task- 
masters, who wanted to keep him up to 
the mark. There was a desire to make 
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\\\\^ K\\\\\y\\\\\\}S\\\ \ h\M he ha« not added I a contrast between him and Mr. Balfour 

\\y \^\\\ ku\^>N Unl^e wt \\\V' Uimie Rule Bill ; by endeavouring to get him to do some- 



^\\\\ \\% \\\\^ K\\\\\>i(\\\\\is\\\ have kept their 
^vv\v\ ^w \\\\\!^\\\ \\\>\\\\\ perha|W( InMinfair 
\\\ ^\\\\\^\^ \\\\^\\\ ihe iMNun \4. a few more 
\\\\\^\ attvMNHv We Imxe not a^ke^i at 
s\\\\ llM^t iN^k iho demiU uf the uuHi^ure ; 
\\\\ \\v \\\s\K^ Haik^nl \>a« thai thev would 
\\\\i\y \\\\^ \^\\\\\\\\\ \\\\\^ lUeir iHUil^demH^ on 
4MUUV \y\ Ma ^UH\I |^i^e\|vU»«« and that thoy 
\\\\\\\\\ \\\\\ V\v^|^ lh\^m h<MU\eli\>ally*«M>aled 
\\\ \\\v\\ \\\\\\ V\\^%\^y V\\^ uohle Karl 
\\y\^y .'*u>\ ll\»^i Uu^ \^l\ixvl ^v( the itovero- 
\\v \\\ u» »N^ \vu\U^\NNU* l\^ \HMunUate ihot^ 
\\\\s^ «\u xi^»l\\\HK ^^\nI wlu^ haw iH>i l^een 

\\\\\\ \y *v \rt-»i U\\«4l i^^imlat^Mi in Ire- 
\M\y\x y\\\\\ ih\\ \^v\vu«^^H^t dt^ilHMrately 



thing that would capture the popular eye 
and arrest the imagination. I had under- 
stood that the proclamations under the 
Crimes Act have been put aside as an 
unclean thing, and by way of redeeming 
pledges made all through the country ; 
but the noble Earl has said that was not 
the reason at all, the Government, on a 
consideration of the w^hole matter, having 
come to the conclusion that they could, as 
a matter of expediency of administration, 
drop the particular clauses. That takes 
the question out of the region of principle 
and places it in the region of ad- 
ministrative expediency. Who, how- 
ever, can say that the clauses about 
change of venue and special jury are 



|tu|(\ti,M\^v\v \vv n^uIna ^^ Mm lh%^ elMUHV «\f susceptible of abuse in the hands of any 
\'^'\\\ \\\s\\\\\)(^ ilv\vv \\h\^ a^v H^^ K\\alalt«>r i Go\-emment ? I shoiUd think the present 
\\\\ \\\s\\ ^\*\:« l^N^s d>^^^%' l\^« lh«>«^u Tlie i Law Officers in Ireland must often feel 
>> \\A^ yv\\\s A \\w ^^Hss h %v( the iH^l^k" themselves seriously embarrassed when 
M«**^iun sli >v\\U \vu\>>vwd\M^\'^\sa*l\^*lww I tiwy consider how they will deal with 
ll»»»M^^ ^yv «\^U\\^^«M^^<N^^ H%^\> js>Mi^: ^m  serious crime trom the want of those 
\\\ \\\\s\\\\\ \\v \\'^\\^ a iv^^viaMv \4 >^hat oleokeutary clauses that should be fouud 
\\^'\\\\\ \\s\\\Y\ w \\ U\vvu\> K«lo \\%^v%>an^L , in ex-^^ry Criminal Code. Clause 1, enab- 
lluM \\w \\\\\\\\^ \\\ \\w U>\ haw l^e^^n ling secret inquiries to be held, is found in 
u V \\\\ \\\ >\ ^\>\ ^^^^ >\^^^ ^I^N^vx , Vhe laiViN | ex-ery Bill Mr. Gladstone has ever brought 
o\\uu.<« \\l^\^\ \\\\A\ \\\\y^w\\y>X aii«) the I in with reference to Ireland. It is found 
I Mi»MU>l y^Wy hH>\^ Uv^^ i^Uishtv^l ; ainl , in the Explosives Act of 1883; Sir 
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uieut of all TiuoiumU atht all Uiid« 
lords. 
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W. Ilarcoun has himself testified to its 
Mngnlar efficiency and value, and so the 
Kxecntixe in Duhlin, in dealing with the 
explosion at the Castle, found ready to 
tlH^ir ImumI what probably they did not 
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know at the time, a power which thej 
had ostentatiously set aside in connection 
with the Crimes Act. I do not go into the 
question of statistics, hecause the figures 
of crime, are one thing and the detection 
of crime is another. Let jour figures he 
many or few, have not you by your 
action since you came into office weakened 
your power of detection ? And if you tell 
your statisticians to contrast the number 
of crimes detected before your advent to 
office 

The Earl op KIMBERLEY : Does 
the noble Lord deliberately accuse us of 
having made false Returns of crime ? 

Lord ASHBOURNE : No, no. The 
noble Earl will not get an angry word 
from me. 

The Earl op KIMBERLEY : I 
entirely repudiate the notion that any 
member of this House has the right, 
without sufficient ground, to insinuate 
that we prepare false statistics. 

Lord ASHBOURNE: I protest 
against such an assumption. It never 
crossed my mind. Though I differ from 
noble Lonls opposite in politics I hav^ 
the greatest possible respect for them, 
and I would be the last man to make an 
unworthy suggestion. But I am passing 
by the figures and making another con- 
trast. I ask, have you, in dropping 
these clauses, lessened your powers of 
detection of crime ? I say that is a 
contrast that would be a real and valuable 
statistic, more valuable than the statistics 
with which we have been favoured to- 
night by the noble Earl. A remark on 
the Evicted Tenants Commission. The 
noble Earl has endeavoured to found a 
ease for the Cpmmission on Clause 13 of 
the Act of 1891, but that fallacy has 
l>een disposed of over and over again. 
Under the Purchase Acts only occupying 
tenants were capable of becoming pur- 
chasers, and to enable those who were 
not occupying, but were evicted, powers 
were given to the landlord himself, if he 
thought right, without restoring the tenant 
to his position to make a voluntary agree- 
ment or contract of purchase with him. 
All depended on the consent or volition 
of the landlord, and there is no analogy 
between that and the appointment of the 
present Commission. That Commission 
was a most unfortunate piece of states- 
manship. The order of reference was 
one-sided and partisan. The names of 
the Commissioners were one-sided -and 



partisan. To say, as Mr. Morley did at 
Newcastle, that two out of the ^ve Com- 
missioners, Mr. Redington and Mr. 
O'Brien, were representatives of the 
landlords was a grotesque absurdity. 
When Mr. Morley succeeded in getting 
a Judge of the English Bench to be 
President, it was thought there would be 
an effort to get at the truth, that the 
evidence would be fairly sifted, and that 
the landlords would get a perfect oppor- 
tunity of making their case. But the 
opening proceedings were a revelation. 
A political party speech was made by 
the President of the Commission, and 
unquestionably the point of that speech 
was to put Lord Clanricarde in the 
pillory before a single witness had been 
heard or any evidence had been taken. 
If Lord Clanricarde did stand alone, if 
he was not a fair representative of the 
landlords of Ireland, if they would all 
repudiate him as a fair representative, 
was it right to commence the proceed- 
ings, not by a representative case, but by 
the case of such a man ? Sir James 
Mathews himself conducted the case 
against Lord Clanricarde and pilloried him 
before he was tried. *The hearsay evidence 
of Mr. Roche, a leader of the Land League 
and a notorious agitator, was taken against 
Lord Clanricarde, and although there 
were abundant grounds for the cross- 
examination of the witness to be found 
in the Report of the Pamell Commission, 
Sir James Mathews did not deem it de- 
sirable to ask Mr. Roche one single 
question by way of cross-examination, 
and therefore the damaging direct evi- 
dence of this witness was given to the 
public without one syllable to convey 
that it was capable of being challenged. 
Mr. Carson, a most distinguished counsel, 
and Mr. Kenny, a man of large practice 
at the Bar, endeavoured to cross-examine, 
but they were not allowed. Sir James 
Mathew*s action was most unfortunate. 
He allowed to go forth to the public 
through the various reporters the hostile 
evidence against Lord Clanricarde, but he 
did not ask a question himself by way of 
cross-examination which would affect 
that evidence, or allow counsel t'y ask it. 
Mr. Morley says that ha was proceeding 
under Section 13 of the Act of the late 
Government and was trying to give 
effect to that section. Now one of the 
few estates on which that section had 
been availed of was the Ponsonby estate, 
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and when Sir James Mathew went down 
to examine into the state of things there 
he advised the tenants who had entered 
into contracts with the Land Commission 
to take legal advice whether thej were 
hound by that arrangement. I cannot 
conceive anything more likely to disturb 
the minds of the tenants than to 
tell them that they ought to take a 
lawyer's advice as to whether they 
were bound to fulfil the contract 
into which they had entered. It 
would have tended more to the peace 
of the estate if Sir J. Mathew had fol- 
lowed a different course. The practice 
of Koyal Commissions in taking evidence 
had been to keep the control of the 
examination of the witnesses in their 
own hands, and to take care that no 
attacks were made on any persons unless 
an opportunity was given for answering 
any charges which might be brought. 
Then, as to Viceregal Commissions — 
that is, Commissions acting solely by the 
Lord Lieutenant's warrant — the practice 
for 50 years has been uniformly at 
variance with the course pursued by Sir 
•T ^laliheiv 

Earl SPENCER : I should like to 
put myself right if I have made any mis- 
statement. I quoted the case of the 
Belfast Commission under Mr. Justice 
Day. I am perfectly aware that another 
course has also been pursued by Vice- 
regal Commissions. 

Lord ASHBOURNE : Mr. Justice 
Day's Commission was appointed after 
full discussion in the House of Commons ; 
there was an Act of Parliament under 
which it acted, and therefore Mr. Justice 
Day reserved to himself the power of 
permitting cross-examination, when he 
thought proper, and he thought proper 
at a very early time. Therefore the 
precedent of Mr. Justice Day's Commis- 
sion does not support the course taken 
by Sir J. Mathew, and I repeat that in 
the case of Viceregal Commissions the 
course has been to permit cross-exami- 
nation, though I do not say that there is a 
right to cross-examine in all cases. Lord 
Clanricarde may be open to any charges 
which Sir J. Mathew might allow to be 
made ; but, like any subject of the 
Queen, he is entitled to fair play. 
Again, why did Sir J. Mathew desert 
his ordinary official duties in order to 
engage in such a business ? Sir J. 
Mathew laid aside his judicial office for 
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the purpose of sitting, at the request of 
the Government, upon a Commission 
in which he divested himself of his 
judicial position. Was the Executive 
right, without an Act of Parliament, in 
withdrawing a Judge from his judicial 
duties for a political purpose like this ? 
And was the Judge right in venturing 
to desert his judicial duties to involve 
himself in a transaction of the kind ? 
Can another precedent be found of any 
Judge, obeying the bidding of the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, leaving his work 
here and going over to Ireland to do 
other work ? The Judge's duties are 
fixed by law, and I know of nothing in 
Common Law or in Statute Law to 
sanction a Judge withdrawing from his 
duties here, and taking part in a roving 
party Commission such as this. He is 
not given irremovability from office, and 
his salary is not placed upon the Con- 
solidated Fund to enable him to do 
political work for the Executive Govern- 
ment without the sanction of an Act of 
Parliament. It is no wonder that under 
the circumstances the landowners refused 
to appear before the Commission, or that 
one of Mr. Justice Mathew*s colleagues 
resigned. It has been urged that we 
ought not to criticize these matters and 
the action of the Conmaission until the 
Report has been produced. Why not ? 
Have we no right before that Report 
comes out to show the constitution, the 
mechanism, and the working of the Com- 
mission, in order that the public might 
know what respect and attention shall be 
given to the Report when it does appear ? 
I think it right to make these statements 
in my place in Parliament, in order that 
they may be met, to whatever extent 
they can be met, by those who are con- 
stitutionally bound to defend, as 
far as they can, the action of 
Mr. Justice Mathew. The cardinal and 
primary error, the unfortunate mistake 
made by Mr.| Justice Mathew, in my 
opinion, was ever to leave his judicial 
duties to embark in a political transac- 
tion like the present, and I know of 
no Judge or lawyer, or lover of the Con- 
stitution, anywhere who has defended 
that course. My conviction is that Mr. 
Justice Mathew went to Ireland and 
undertook this task without the sanction 
of the Judge at the head of his Division. 
I should like to say one word about the 
constitution of the Lunacy Boards. I do 
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not think the noble Earl quite realised the 
exact point of the charge in reference to 
the appointments on these Boards. I do 
not object to Mr. Morley, or any one, 
on suitable occasions, appointing men of 
particular opinions, polities, and creed if 
those appointments are proper additions 
to the Boards. But the point is that on 
man J occasions and iu many counties 
some of the best attendants and the best 
workers, who have been the mainstay 
of the Boards for a large number of 
years, have been left off the Boards 
without rhyme or reason, while far less 
able and useful men have been allowed 
to remain. This has naturally caused a 
very angry and bitter feeling among 
Loyalists, and it is regarded as part of a 
policy to which I referred at the outset — 
a policy of deliberate disparagement of 
Loyalists and Unionists, and therefore 
from that point of view it is material, 
I think, that some attention to this 
matter should be given. The last topic 
to which I wish to refer is the question 
of the release of the Gweedore prisoners, 
who were convicted with reference to the 
brutal murder of District Inspector Martin. 
It is unnecessary to trouble your Lord- 
ships with the full details of the case. 
The unfortunate police officer, it will be 
remembered, lost his life in the endeavour 
to serve process of law on Father 
M^Fadden, the parish priest of Gweedore. 
Father M'Fadden made several inflam- 
matory speeches at the time in con- 
nection with the matter, but I will only 
quote from one which he made on 
September 20th, 1887. He used these 
expressions — 

" I will not appear to the summons ; " 
"then they must issue a warrant to arrest 
me, but will thev dare to arrest me at 
Gweedore among my own people " ; " it would 
take the whole British Army to do it " ; and 
" some blood will be spilt before they take me 
out of it.** 

These are the words of Father M^Fadden, 
and the prophecy was verified, for blood 
was spilt, and a heavy responsibility was 
incurred by him. Now, the law is too 
plain to be questioned. Every one who 
offers resistance to the police in the 
execution of their lawful duty is respon- 
sible for wilful murder if any policeman 
is slain in the discharge of that duty, 
and I assert that that is the charge 
which applied to those persons by whom 
District Inspector Martin was done to 
death on this occasion. A great many 



persons were made amenable and were 
returned for trial-— one man, named Coll, 
on the charge of n^urder, but that charge 
was afterwards mercifully reduced to one 
of manslaughter. All the prisoners, 
except Coll, pleaded guilty to charges of 
obstructing the police. The prisoners 
were convicted, and the greatest dis- 
crimination was shown by the Judge in 
differentiating the sentences passed on 
them. In the case of Coll only, who 
was sentenced to 10 years' penal 
servitude, a point arose for further con- 
sideration. It was referred to the Court 
for Crown Cases Reserved, and here 
again the greatest discrimination was 
observed by the Judges in dealing with 
the case, but the decision at the trial 
was upheld. In a civil action that took 
place after the trial Mr. Healy, who had 
been counsel for the prisoners, was 
asked — 

"In your opinion, as counsel, were the 
prisoners getting off easily ? ** 

And he replied — 

*' We originally believed that some of them 
would be convicted. I thought, to use a 
popular phrase, ' they got off in a coach. * " 

The lord CHANCELLOR : Does 
the noble and learned Lord mean to say 
that those remarks of Mr. Healy relate 
to the prisoners who have since been 
released ? Did not they relate to those 
who were released at the time ? 

Lord ASHBOURNE: I think it 
would be better if the noble and learned 
Lord would direct his question to those 
in Ireland who ordered the release of the 
prisoners. That was what Mr. Healy 
himself said, and I cannot give it any 
explanation or justification. Well, the 
prisoners, whose sentences had not 
expired, were released on Christmas 
Eve. Your Lordships know the offence 
for which they were imprisoned 
and understand the gravity of 
such an offence, especially grave in a 
country like Ireland, where the police 
want all the protection that can be given 
them, and where the murder of a police- 
man is anything but a light matter. 
Now, these prisoners were not released 
upon licence. I ask, would it not have 
l^en a reasonable precaution to take, 
before sending these men back to the 
place where this appalling catastrophe 
took place, to release them only under 
such conditions as would secure that, 
for some time at all eventS| they would 
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be law-abiding and peaceable ? The 
other day the Government were asked 
whether the Judge who tried these 
prisoners had been consulted about their 
release, and the answer given was — 

" The late Government consulted the Judge 
as to the case of Coll in 1891, and, having 
regaid to his report., the Government did not 
think it fair to the learned Judge to trouble 
him again upon the subject." 
That, I say, was a very curious and 
insufficient answer, and I ask again, Why 
was the Judge not consulted about the 
release of these prisoners ? One would 
think that the Government were going 
themselves to release Coll. I speak in 
the presence of the noble Earl (Lord 
Spencer), who, 'when Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, always exercised the closest 
supervision over the exercise of the pre- 
rogative of mercy, and I ask whether a 
case can be cited where the whole pro- 
cedure of a trial has been undone, where 
the whole measure of sentences has been 
£et aside, where the differentiating of 
different degrees of guilt have all been 
£wept away without any appeal having 
been made to the learned Judge who 
tried the case as to his view of the 
matter ? What reason was there in this 
particular case for not following the 
usual practice ? I do not know of any. 
The opinion of the Judge was asked 
with reference to the case of Coll, but 
.that was two years ago. What right has 
itlie Executive to say, " We did not like 
to trouble the Judge again " ? A Judge 
«cannot think of trouble in the discharge 
of his duties ; he is bound to furnish the 
Executive with his advice. It is a wise, 
just, and reasonable practice in a case of 
this kind to ask the opinion of the Judge 
who has presided at the trial and repre- 
r&ented the majesty and impartiality of 
the law. The course taken by Her 
Majesty's Government in not seeking 
that opinion is exceptional, strange, and 
dangerous, and their action must tend to 
diminish the respect in which the judi- 
cial office is held. Is the reversal of our 
known judicial methods a thing to be 
undertaken lightly ? Is it wise, in a 
country like Ireland, where the law is 
too often attacked and Judges are too 
often assailed, and motives imputed to 
them — is it wise to set at naught the 
ordinary practice ? Mr. Morley, on Tues- 
day, intemipted a speech that was being 
made on this subject to shelter himself 
under the '* great authority of the Lord 

Lord Ashbourne 



Chancellor of Great Britain,'^ as he 
described it ; but until the Lord Chan- 
cellor says it, and until the Lord Chan- 
cellor of Ireland, who, I presume, was 
consulted, says it, I will not believe 
that they intended that the Judge should 
be ignored and his office contemned. 
What were the grounds of the release ? 
If they were legal, was it wise or in ac- 
cordance with constitutional practice to 
come to a decision in camera without 
argument ? Were the prisoners released 
in consequence as to a doubt as to their 
guilt ? Why, they all pleaded guilty 
except Coll. Then the sentences were 
carefully differentiated and measured at 
the trial, and yet now they have all been 
equalised by the release of the prisoners 
on the same day and at the same hour, 
and the Judges* measuring and differen- 
tiating between them all set at naught. 
What materials were before those who 
gave this decision ? Were the de- 
positions looked at, examined, and 
collated ? I defer further criticism upon 
this question until I hear what may upon 
this subject fall from the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack. I am 
not opposed in proper cases to mercy 
and clemency. I admit that a time may 
come for mercy and clemency being 
shown, and that many things may be 
taken into account in permitting people 
to go free who have committed even 
grave crimes in the past, but the cir- 
cumstances here are grave and peculiar, 
and I think I am not erring when I say 
that they demand full explanation. 
These, my Lords, are the only topics 
that occur to me in regard to Ireland, 
and I have endeavoured to present my 
views to your Lordships temperately and 
moderately, recognizing that there may 
be many differences of opinion on the 
question. I have dealt with four points 
in a short period of five months all of 
importance, and I think all of them go 
to show that weight should be given to 
many of the observations of the noble 
Marquess who introduced this debate. 
This administration is a prelude to the 
Home Rule Bill. It has, at all events, 
the merit of frankness. It tells the 
loyalists how little they have to expect, 
and it tells the other classes in Ireland, 
some of them mixed up somewhat with 
crime, how much they have to expect. 
Does it not give an advance sketch in dim 
outline of Ireland as it would be under 
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a' Home Rule Government ? Mj Lords, 
if these things can be done in a green 
tree, what must be done in a dry ? These 
things that have happened in this short 
time would be enough to discourage and 
disappoint the loyalists of Ireland were 
thej not sustained by a confident hope. 
They do not believe in the existence 
of the present Government. They are 
sustained by the expectation — which I 
believe some of them have themselves — 
that their tenure of office will be short, 
and they are cheered by the further 
reflection that the cause of the Union 
will be safe in the hands of the succeeding 
Government. 

The LORDi CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Herschell) : My Lords, if the noble 
and learned Lord is so completely satis- 
fied that the tenure of office by the pre- 
sent Government will be so short, it seems 
hardly worth while wasting so much 
powder and shot on their acts during the 
last few months. They might have been 
left to die, as he expects they soon will 
die, from circumstances entirely indepen- 
dent of the criticism he has just addressed to 
you. My Lords, I shall make no apology 
for devoting the remarks I have to make 
to questions connectetl with Ireland, 
because the whole of the debate this 
evening, with the most trifling exceptions, 
has been devoted to that topic. I think 
it cannot fail to strike any impartial 
observer that there has been a strange 
change of view in certain matters since 
the last occasion and previous occasions 
upon which Her Majesty's Speech was 
suggested from the other side of the 
House. There was not one of the debates 
on those occasions in which the refer- 
ences to Ireland were not chiefly devoted 
to those statistics of crime which my 
noble and learned Friend treats with so 
much contempt to-night. In truth, my 
Lords, it was upon these very statistics 
that reliance was placed by the late 
Government as proof of their efficient 
and successful government of Ireland, 
and yet to-night, because those statistics 
do not happen to suit them, they denounce 
them as absolutely contemptible. I ven- 
ture to think, my Lords, that if these 
statistics, which are the same and pre- 
pared by the same authority as those 
upou which they relied when they were 
in office, had shown a different result, and, 
instead of showing a diminution of crime, 
had shown an increase, do your Lordships 
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believe for a moment they would have 
been spoken of with contempt ? If, my 
Lords, it was just in previous years to 
appeal to such statistics as a proof that 
Ireland was being well governed, why 
is it unjust to do so now ? If they 
proved .the fact in previous years, surely 
they must prove .it to-day ; and if then 
the only and best proof of good govern- 
ment is the diminution of crime, upon what 
ground in reason can an impartial man 
deny a fair consideration to these statistics 
to-night ? The noble Marquess who 
introduced, this debate favoured your 
Lordships with some statistics of hi& 
own, culled from the newspapers. He 
is evidently still in the happy condition of 
believing all he reads in the daily Press, 
and treating it as more authentic than 
even Government statistics. That is a 
happy condition which he will not be in 
when he has learnt from experiencec 
that such statements are not always in 
accordance with facts. But is it fair .to 
pick out certain particular cases of in- 
crease of crime and say nothing about 
the rest of the country ? Why did the 
noble Marquess take isolated facts ? The 
noble Marquess alluded to the Charges of 
two learned Judges who said that crime i& 
increasing, but where the observations 
were made by the other Judges he was 
silent upon. He selected two out of 
them, and has given your Lordships 
some observations of those Judges to 
show that crime in Ireland is increasing. 
I submit that is hardly doing justice 
in this matter. 

•The Marquess of LONDON- 
DERRY : I was specially careful to lay 
stress upon the fact that in certain dis*- 
tricts, especially in Counties Clare and 
Kerry, the increase of serious crime was 
very marked in my opinion. I ex- 
pressly stated that I had no official in-- 
formation, but only the ordinary channels 
in the Press. What else could I allude 
to ? I put before your Lordships the 
meetings held in different districts calling 
upon the Government to cope with the 
fact that crime is increasing, and I ask 
the noble and learned Lord how else he 
could expect me to offer any other opinion 
upon a point like this. 

The lord CHANCELLOR: No 
doubt the public Press may be the only 
source of information open to the noble 
Marquess; but if it is an imperfect source, 
it is hardly fair to make positive and 
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extremely strong assertions with regard 
to the gOYernment and condition of Ire- 
land without waiting to ascertain all the 
facts of the case accurately and what the 
truth is. The noble Marquess alluded to 
the Charges of two Judges — Chief Justice 
O^Brien and Mr. Justice Harrison. Chief 
Justice O^Brien was not dealing with 
Clare and Kerry, but with another part, 
of Ireland. It is quite true he alluded 
to two cases of counties in which there 
had been an increase of crime, but he 
said that, on the whole, there had been a 
decrease. Leitrim being one of the 
counties to which he alluded, the County 
Court Judge there said he did not agree 
with the Chief Justice as to the County 
being in the serious state described. 
Then the noble Marquess alluded to Mr. 
Justice Harrison^s Charge, and said there 
were some cases of an unpleasant cha- 
racter, but he did not read this passage, 
that 

"The police reports are yery yaluable in 
guiding us in understanding what the state of 
society is. I am happy to tell you the reports 
appear to be of a fayouiable character.** 

That is part of the Charge by the 
same Judge which the noble Marquess 
read. When your Lordships have heard 
the official statistics prepared on the 
same basis and in the same office as 
those which have been laid before your 
Lordships year after year, surely we 
have in all fair dealing established a 
claim to have it considered that the 
administration of Ireland has not led to 
an increase of crime on the whole, but to 
a. diminution. The noble Marquess also 
alluded to the withdrawal of the Procla- 
mations, and has said that they contain 
provisions which might well be 
found in any Code of Jurisprudence, and 
ought to be in all. That may well be 
so, but I would remind your Lordships 
of what was pointed out by the late Lord 
Carnarvon, when Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, when this question of repressive 
legislation was being dealt with in 1885. 
At that time the Conservative Govern- 
ment of the day decided not to renew 
what was known as the Coercion Acts, 
and his Lordship expressed the opinion 
that there were, no doubt, provisions 
which it might be desirable to pass into 
law, but if so they ought to be made 
applicable to all parts of the United 
Kingdom ; and he called attention to 
the feeling of impatience, irritation, and 
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hostility engendered by exceptional 
legislation for one part of the United 
Kingdom. I admit that it may be well 
that the Government should have some 
such power as those provisions afford ; 
but then, I say, let them apply to all 
parts of the United Kingdom if they are 
good provisions, and do not deal with one 
part of the United Kingdom and put 
it under an exceptional law. That is 
the position I have always taken up. I 
know that in objecting to those provisions 
for Ireland one lays oneself open to the 
reproach that one loves crime and 
criminals ; but I assure your Lordships 
that reproaches of that sort touch me 
very little— not at all. The objection I 
formerly entertained on the subject I 
entertain still. I believe it is an evil and 
an undesirable thing that any part of the 
United Kingdom should be put in this 
way under an exceptional Criminal Law 
so long as you are dealing with other 
parts of the kingdom in a different way. 
It seems to me, in absolute consistency 
with all our previous conduct, that it 
should appear to us to be our duty to put 
an end to that exceptional state of the 
Criminal Law, unless there was some 
overpowering reason to the contrary. 
You can conceive such a state of things 
that exceptional legislation is absolutely 
essential. My noble and learned Friend 
has spoken as if the repeal of those pro* 
visions has tended to the maladministra- 
tion of the law in Ireland. Has he cited 
one single fact that has given colour to 
this suggestion ? The truth is, you will 
find, that the diminution of crime since 
they ceased to be enforced has been quite 
as great as the diminution going on whilst 
they were in force. I turn to the ques- 
tion of the * release of the Gweedore 
prisoners. I can assure your Lordships, 
whether you accept my assurance or not, 
that in the advice which I gave my right 
hon. Friend in that matter I was not 
influenced in the slightest degree by any 
political idea, or sentiment, or motive. I 
assure your Lordships it never occurred to 
me — perhaps, being a question affecting 
Ireland, it ought to have occurred to me 
— that it was a matter with which 
politics could be in the slightest degree 
regarded as mixed up. It has been 
suggested it was done to gain some 
political support, and I confess that even 
now I fail to see what political support 
was to be gained by this exercise of the 
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prerogative of mercy. But, whether 
that be so or uot, I assert, with 
the utmost fraukuess aud truth, tliat 
anj political idea was as far from 
my thoughts as it ever was from the 
thoughts of any man. Tlie exercise of 
the prerogative of mercy is always a 
tjcrious matter and ought to be governed 
hj certain principles ; aud I will 
tell your Lordships the principles 
which it seems to m6 ought to regulate 
the exercise of that prerogative, aud 
which guided me in the advice which I 
gave in this case. What is the object of 
iuilicting punishment ? The object of 
'inflicting punishment is not to Avrcak 
the vengeiince of society upon the offender, 
it is, I apprehend, to deter the offender 
from repeating his offence aud to deter 
others from imitating it. That, I appre- 
hend, is the object with which punish- 
ment is now inflicted. No doubt this 
was not always the view that was 
adopted, but I shall doubt whether any 
jioblo aud learned Lord in the present 
day would maintaiu the absolute fulfil- 
mont and the crueller phase of punish- 
ment which obtained in former days. It 
was with that view, and guide J by those 
iiloas, that I approached the subject. The 
question that had to be determined was 
whether the time had come at which, 
with rep^ard to all the circuni.-stances, 
these prisoners might safely be set at 
liberty. My Lords, that is a question — 
whatever it mav be in Ireland — which 
is not at all new, rare, or exceptional in 
this country. Nothing is more common 
or usual than that sentences passed upon 
offenders should be re-considered from 
time to time, and that those who have 
been sentenced to long terms of imprison- 
ment should be set at libertv before those 
sentences come to a conclusion. If that 
U not the practice in Ireland, in my 
opinion the sooner it is made so the better. 
In considering this question, it is abso- 
lutely essential to look at the circum- 
stances of the crime and the condition of 
the countrv. As re^jards the circum- 
stances of the crime, one most important 
ipiestion is whether the prisoner whom 
vou are asked to release is likely to re- 
})oat the ofl'ence. There are some men of 
tiie criminal class whom one would be 
loth to lot loose on society, while there 
are other men, sentenced for crimes 
of sudden passion, who would uot be 
likely to repeat the crime again. The 



• present appeared to me to be just 
oue of those cases. The noble and 
learned Lord has treated these men who 
have been 6et at liberty as having 
brutally done to death Police-Inspector 
Martin, but he has liot alluded to the 
circumstances which no doubt for the 
time drove these men into a passion* 
[" Oh, oh I "] I think if noble Lords 
will listen for a moment or two I am not 
going to say anything which is not per- 
fectly true. He did uot allude to the 
circumstances which drove these men 
into a passion, and which for the time 
set them bevond themselves. Is it to be 
doubted that decent and honourable men 
have at times lost themselves in the 
violence of passion ? I do not suppose 
that anybody can dispute that. Now, 
what happened on this occasion ? I am 
not going into the question of making 
the arrest, when and where it was, nor 
am I going to say that their crime was 
not a serious oue. They have suffered a 
serious punishment. Noble Lords have 
talked as if the prisoners had been let 
loose Vvlthout any serious punishment at 
all, but that was a mls-roprettoutation. 
What happened was the priest had com^ 
from mass, which these Donegal peasants 
had been attending ; the Inspector went 
to arrest him ; aud suddenly — I do not 
know how it came about — the Inspector 
drew his sword. I am stating this from 
the evidence given by the police them- 
selves. As it flashed in the light a 
woman cried out, "lie has struck the 
priest I " Those in the crowd did not 
know what had happened, there was a 
rush forward, and stone-throwing began, 
and unhappily the police-constable was 
slain. Unquestionably none of those 
men who have been released struck the 
fatal blow, although they were no doubt 
in the crowd aud throwing stones. The 
whole thinur was the transaction of a 
moment. These men, thinking their 
priest had been struck with the sword, 
rushe<l forward and began to fling stones, 
and so the tragedy took place. I venture 
to say that under circumstances such as 
these you may well consider that those 
who have suffered three years' penal 
servitude for taking part in a transaction 
such as that are as little likely to repeat 
it as if they were released after seven 
years. They are not men of the criminal 
class, who are likely to repcit their 
crime. Then there is another matter for 

K 2 



219 



Address in 



{LORDS} 



Answer to Her 



220 



consideration. The remission of part 
i)f • the sentences of these men by- 
no ' means impeaches the sentences 
which were passed at the time. 
That is the extraordinary fallacy which 
underlies the whole of the noble and 
learned Lord's speech. There are con- 
'stant remissions made by the Home 
"Office in this country. Time after time 
'when a sentence has been passed which 
may be far beyond that which is called 
for by the offence that happens, it may 
*often be necessary and wise to pass at 
the moment a severer sentence than, if 
happier circumstances arise, it may be 
necessary to carry out. But, my Lords, 
supposing that the condition of the 
* country changes, supposing the part of 
the country where the disturbances took 
place has calmed down, that the country 
is absolutely peaceable and free from 
crime, surely that is a most potent 
element in detenniuing whether you may 
justly and wisely give to these men their 
liberty again. Would anybody in these 
circumstances desire to keep these men 
longer in prison ? Everybody would 
feel it was rli^ht to set them at liberty 
ap soon as it was possible to do so 
with safety. That was my view ; it 
may be right or it may be wrong. I am 
quite content to be judged by my fellow- 
countrymen for having taken that view. 
I quite agree that it would be base, 
indeed, to use the prerogative of mercy 
ior a political end. Nobody would ex- 
press that opinion in stronger or more 
vigorous terms than I should ; but tliere 
is one thing which I think would be 
•baser still, and that is — ^for fear of political 
•attack to keep in prison a day or one 
•hour longer those whom you would 
otherwise set at liberty. The noble and 
learned Lord has aske<l, "Why were 
those men who were sentencetl to shorter 
terms of imprisonment not let out before ?" 
. Lord ASHBOURNE: I beg the 
noble and learned Lord's pardon. I 
asked why men who were sentenced to 
different terms of imprisonment were all 
let out together without consulting the 
Judge. 

The lord CHANCELLOR: If 
the time had arrived when the man 
sentenced to tlie longer term might 1)e 
let out, why should the others not be let 
out at the same time ? I came to the 
conclusion that Coll had suffered severely 
for his offence. ' I altogether dispute the 

Lord Herschell 



assumption that a sentence of three 
years' penal servitude is one to be spoken 
of as if it were trifling or insignificant. 
Now, the noble and learned Lord has 
asked why it was the learned Judge was 
not consulted. There were similar 
Petitions presented to the late Govern- 
ment from the wives of these men 
praying for the exercise of the pre- 
rogative. I do not know whether each 
of them had a wife, but I know the 
wives of some of them petitioned, and I 
think I am right in saying that the year 
before, a Petition having been presented 
for the exercise of the prerogative of 
mercy, the matter was referred to the 
learned Judge who tried the case, and 
he made his Report to the then Executive^ 
That Report was before the present 
Executive and was before me. I do not 
know what they do in Ireland, and 
whether they do refer to the Judge 
every year. 

Lord ASHBOURNE : Certainly not. 
The noble and learned Lord has entirely 
missed the point given by his own 
colleague in the other House. I quoted 
Mr. Morley's statement that the Govern- 
ment had consulted the Judge as to ColL 
There were no wives in the case at all. 

The lord CHANCELLOR : This 
shows how little my noble and learned 
Friend really knows about the case. 

Lord ASHBOURNE : I only know 
what has been stated — that the Govern- 
ment consulted the Judge as to Coll. 

The lord CHANCELLOR: The 

noble and learned Lord is a very clever 
advocate. When I am dealing with one 
point he immediately slips away to 
another. It is a very old device when 
you see you are getting into a hot corner 
to slip away from it and take up quite 
another point. I am quite accustomed 
to that. The noble and learned Lord spcn t 
a quarter of an hour in asking why the 
learned Judge was not consulted, and 
my answer is that the learned Judge 
had been consulted a year before on that 
very question of the exercise of the 
prerogative of mercy, and he had made 
a Report to the Executive. Who could 
suppose that the letirned Judge could 
say more than he had alrea<ly stated if he 
had been appealed to in the year 
following ? 

Lord ASHBOURNE : Again I mu^t 
remind the noble and learned Lord that 
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that only refers to Coll, but I am asking 
as to the others. 

The lord CHANCELLOR : I can 
only deal with one thing at a time. 
We have the Report as to Coll, and I 
know of nothing which makes it 
necessary to ask a Judge tlie same thing 
year after year. When the Executive 
have got the opinion of the Judge 
It is always a question for them how 
fong afterwards it may be before 
they deal with the matter. They do so 
as seems to them fit and right. What 
the learned Judge said in his Report was 
certainly one of the elements that I took 
into account before giving the advice I 
.did. As to the other cases in which the 
prisoners pleaded guilty, all the facts 
were upon the depositions, as in ColFs 
case, and nothing could be added by the 
Judge. Those who read the depositions 
had exactly the same opportunity of 
judging in the matter as the learned 
Judge who tried the case. In fact, those 
cases were not tried at all, because those 
prisoners pleaded guilty, and all the in- 
formation the Judge had when he sen- 
tenced them was upon the depositions. 
Now, my Lords, there is the case with 
regard to the remission of these sentences; 
and I venture to say that if these had 
not been Irish cases, and if attempts had 
not been made to get political capital out 
of them, nobody in this country would 
have dreamed of uttering a word of com- 
plaint. I cannot attempt an explanation 
of an answer given in the other House 
to a question I did not hear. If I am 
right in the description I have given of 
those cases, they were not cases in which 
it was necessary to release the prisoners 
upon tickets-of -leave, which are used only 
when there is reason to apprehend the 
prisoners may offend again, and not when 
the remainder. of the penalty is remitted 
on grounds wholly different from those 
on which tickets-of-leave are granted. 
I think I have answered fully the ques- 
tions put to me with regard to the Gwee- 
dore cases. I am sorry to have detained 
your Lordships so long upon them, but 
I have been so bombarded with questions 
that it was impossible for me within a 
shorter time to answer them all. I turn 
now to the question of the Evicted 
Tenants Commission, with whose pro- 
ceedings I am not so fully acquainted as 
my noble and learned Friend. He has 
said that it is a partisan Commission 



appointed for a political purpose ; but 
that I absolutely deny. It was never 
intended to be a partisan Commission or 
to serve a political purpose. It was 
appointed to inquire into a state of things 
which had arisen out of disputes between 
landlords and tenants. The noble and 
learned Lord has said the landlords were 
not sufficiently represented. No land- 
lords were upon it ; but let me ask him 
what tenants were there ? My noble 
Friend does not reply ; and I assume 
there were none. Does the noble and 
learned Lord mean to say that a Com- 
mission to inquire into the condition of 
tenants is a partisan Commission unless 
you pack it with landlords ? How could 
it be a partisan Commission unless one 
party or the other were over-represented? 
The matter depends really and truly 
upon the purpose for which the 
Commission was set on foot. 
As to that purpose the reference to the 
Act has been a little misunderstood. It 
was not instituted for the purpose of 
parading before the world the wrong- 
doings of the landlords any more than it 
was for the purpose of parading the 
wrongdoings of the tenants. If the 
Commission can work out or suggest 
solutions of difficult questions, those who 
are not Home Rulers, those who expect 
to maintain the present condition of 
things, who expect to govern the country 
in the old fashion, are interested in it 
quite as much as, or more so than, those 
who advocate Home Rule. Can anyone 
doubt that the existence of evicted 
tenants and of districts without tenants is 
a condition like that of smouldering 
embers which may at any time break out 
into flame, and that those who have in view 
the good government of Ireland were 
justified in appointing this Commission ? 
Therefore, I deny that it had a political 
or Party object in the sense which has 
been imputed to it, though I admit it had 
that object in the wider and nobler sense, 
for it is always a political object that out- 
rage and disturbance should be put an 
end to; and surely even landlords who have 
not these evicted tenants at their doors 
would desire to see an end put to such k 
state of things. What good end is to be 
gained, however wrong the tenants may 
have been in continuing a state of things 
which, if it goes on, will breed fuither 
disorder and outrage ? Surely everyone 
has an interest in putting an end to it. 



£8 JMrtaai* {LORDS} Ajumrrimffer 224 

TzM. J » ry>i a^r:-* wL.. a kIsLt ' The LORD CHAXCEllOR : I *> 
«.— .»'■* *r.j •V.-'—.-r.'-^- : ».'.-; wL-r^ L- i>-' kr.'.w wt*t wi.- a^ p^''i>b«A Ttat 
t-T^ »cT --.ftr^!'! -jw.-.'.z --■ '-'^ "^T" .•:T:rf *»- wrTT-E-jLtrlC^anH^arrfebe- 
yi^a r»*- c -.1 -* »- -^a.r-: '■. .- Tf.^ f'.!^ -L*0 :T:=:--x:'?™:l':h*»etii'pl«Te»i 

?/•— -r ;— r -J- "^i ''"' ::-.■:» 5-»-.- »'ji j^.-: 2:»T'4-.i; (»<-: wtl-h  isL: tn bare '-efn 

;-^ J-' '. -.^-~-— - " '■-i-r-i :: H^L; -a!.; -r.-e i-^.-t.-'i J--i.r° *r- ke wiiIkhii 

v_- ",,„.-,-. J Vrji--. :-..;,,■,;>-!- .f L.i.:r .\SH~BUt'R>'E: Wiib-al > 

i^'.a.'.-- J-.: ■r.^:r-r-:-.z -.-.-2. .C-'-, ',»^-r* ' Tat LOKD C HANCEIXOR : Thit 

a:-c » -^ •■-■ -»* "..-r w* .- r.-.tr-'.-zr. I* ac-.-L-rr f--.:^;. T'c-eti' were ("STtaia 

5«,.ei  _!. f-r-air r-^^ttr!i..T!- 3:i---r* :3 r'r^rani --^ L-'ni ClanH«n!e 

f.f •.-.^ C-'..- - '. -r. .: r'-'.-'^i. w^~ :.■.' t ■■.-a w-rrt in eT;.;-':'>^ f---r the par- 

V. - ■-». ».-- f --wt wr..-.ir.y. :nt«i Lla:. p.--:s of ic-i R'\tal C- mBir*-ioo in 

'W:^n I f"4.. »-..-<!>.>»'> "C..ii:i:,:--:-.t.^ rvrfr **::-* in " wLL-h ib*re is 

f-- .-"-a. -, ;-'---. I =. .-: -ar rial li^ -i.-a. CVm::: iraa-a--!:"::^ h»J t**n in- 

^T^-/^ ',f pif-i-ar-L'r ".CLr-" «:-h • t*i Vfr^t'-r^f^l rj tie Cc-CT^' of hMW Km] 

erv^T fr' m ';."--*:».■.•■-.■■■■ rtakr- if. N'lW. i^rrrai:^ i;'--;rs»'!.>^= Vvmleanseii Jwige 

ai Lf^:-. -w-h Tf^irx.-'. -o '.- -'■L.-l-.-t fjf ij».l "-.^a ca :■? in nrf.:T?Ec* to ibr*e 

•..'^ .*«(T.^:J>f:r6. 1 ,:.. .,..: r,,;,, [cih^ rrar.-a.:;. =-. at-! The Commi^j-ifii »*« 

ij... . a/-*. •■-,*: ','. '.- Z'-'t a —if'^r witiioct r»-rf>'-r!v <■- :!-l-.i! t'> make a*e ii( iheno. 

P'— T-'lT.'. i; .i-- apirr f:rnj .-•-»■ :-e. to It -^r::- m e-:- an ;;i:*e"rmirsihingth»t 

»r, '>■>,- a l-^amrt! j';.'_-'? • in«-tti'-«r -f a I -L. "M TL'i^r-akp ic ihe pre^nt occa- 

Roj». f 'ir.=: --r., I t.!n,It tLtre i-^ not, -i. ■= a .i^f^L.t of -Le C^innii-i.^n nr their 

!^»iT*>l J:iie In t! - "n;Dfrr La- Wc ■L^ai rej'.iarlT ac-i o<-irr.!eie!_v before 
*'.^-.'r.'f^l or. ta Ir:-h C'-.ic3i''-,-:..n wLo me. I caa oJlv .leal wiia them' on such 

Wi^>:'>'jr;'e: '.'ir |.ii CO- kcowiLat there i-arted Friend -a_v* there t' » risihl of 
I* ar.Tf. >.' of prff:fne in thai, ai'i: v:!:h c-riw#-<5aminaiVn in the ca.-* "f Vtee- 
tK^r*'nr.aj i*a maT^rof f-.::.-j. Whrc ret-al C■>m.^:i":.■^-. Well, evemhins 
mr Qo- .^ Freti-i ai!-;-!e* [n (he action setmf to be di:f*-rer.i in Irelawi to what 
»h>ti waj* taktro K* the Ieame<i Ju.iire on it is in Eu^'lacL Un ■.■ertaioly il i* aQ 
th^ !ir-[ da.- of ri.e%:rt:r.^-ar.d.-.-mj.:ains iiijhear'l-.)f tW:-ss in the ejt* of anr 
C/f weal he i»li* an attack on » oer- En!il>b Commission. I reallv do not 
tain nofile Lord. wh<i^e Tuune has know what ib<.-e V:eere<ral Commis- 
of's-n pome bcf'iri' the puKue in o>n- s:ous are to wh-vu itie c-Me and learned 
fv^ion with hi.- e^tii^-', he ov^rU.ks Loni refers. Was Lord Be^sboroogh's 
the material fact thai that noMe Lord a Vit-en'!:*! Conin-ij-^-'-n ? 
bad written • I*-tt*-r to the Commission of . L.'RK ASHBOURNE : Xo: Roval. 
a mft-t in^nliine --baracter. in wl.i,h. be- ' The LORD CHANCELLOR : Was 
fore be knew anrthinjt of the prnjiosed , Lord Cowjvr's ? 

aetion of ibe Co'mmi-ion, be iDtiraate.1 1 L.>kp ASHBOURNE : No; Roval. 
tbat be wa* n',i go.ng to come before ' The LOKD CHANCELLOR : What 
thf-tn or gire rh>-in anv assisianee at all. , the (lefuliar i-ffi-acT or diSerenlia be- 
LoRD ASHBOURNE : If I may in- [ twrvu a Vi.vnvtJ 'Commission and a 
ternipt ihe no! le ar.-I ]>-arr«i Lord, he is ' Koval Comiiii-^;on tnav be. which pTes 

■ear an.1 crops-examine be- 
iT when there is no stieb 
«se of the tatter, I fail to 
Id vaj profound ignoranco 
: of Viceregal Commissions 
liny further oo that matter. 
li>»:ever, to saj a word or 
renw to the gre*! qne»lioa 
in Her Uajeetr's Most 



225 



MaJBBty's Most • {2 Februaht, 1893} Gracious Speech, 



226 



Gracious Speech. My Lords, to hear 
some noble Lords talk oue would think 
there was no Irish Question at all, that 
everything was as nearly satisfactory as 
could be, and that by pursuing the old 
path, a happy end would be arrived at. 
Is not the reverse notoriously the case ? 
Our policy may be right or wrong, but 
surely there is an evil to be encountered, 
and, if possible, to be remedied. A 
mistake may be made as to the policy 
to be pursued, but surely we must all 
admit the existence of the problem to be 
solved. A noble Lord shakes his head. 
He thinks, apparently, there is posi- 
tively no problem to be solved. Out of 
this House and the ranks of noble Lords 
coming from Ireland, I do not believe 
you will find one human being in any 
part of the civilised globe who is of that 
opinion. Attempts have been made 
time after time to deal with this ques- 
tion, and failure has followed upon every 
one of them. It is only in connection 
with Ireland, of all the Queen's do- 
minions, that it is possible to talk of the 
great bulk, or, at all events, the majority, 
of the people as disloyal. When we 
speak of other nations unduly oppress- 
ing some nationality connected with 
them Ireland is thrown in our teeth. We 
are told to look at home, and we have 
with shame to confess that a portion of 
our people are governed by exceptional 
laws and kept down by force. Surely 
these are serious facts. The great cry 
has been ** Law and order," as though 
there was nothing further to be aimed 
at, as though the happiness of a people 
was not an object to be attained if it 
does not exist. That is the problem 
to be solved : to bring into contentment, 
peace, and plenty a large portion of the 
people of whom it cannot be said that 
those conditions at present exist. Noble 
Lords have spoken of the danger of the 
new policy. Is there no danger in pur- 
suing the old ? Have we not sent from 
these shores multitudes of men who now 
form important sections of great nations ; 
and in some of our own Colonies, who 
have carried with them their hostility to 
England, and who feel that their fellow- 
countrymen in Ireland are still suffering 
wrong ? I have heard it said that in any 
time of difficulty — God forbid it should 
ever arise I — between ourselves and the 
great nation on the other side of the 
Atlantic, those men would be a most 



potent force in increasing our difficulties 
and our dangers. This, I repeat, is 
surely a serious state of things. It is 
not in mere wantonness that we have 
taken up this question. It is the policy 
of the past 90 years which has made 
ours the only policy which is now 
possible. It is said ours is the policy of 
despair ; but it seems to me that is the true 
description of the old policy. I am not 
going to argue' the [question to-night ; it 
is far too large to attempt an argument 
of it now. All I will attempt to do is 
to bespeak for the measure, when it sees 
the light, fair, candid, and dispassionate 
consideration. I am quite aware it is 
one which excites strong feeling. It 
necessarily must do so. We shall, at all 
events, endeavour as far as we can to 
form our opinion calmly and without 
passion or prejudice, and at least to allow 
to those who are our political opponents 
that, however mistaken they may be^ 
they have the same object as ourselves 
— the contentment and prosperity of 
every part of the country. 

The Earl of DUNRAVEN said„ 
as there were still many Members on the 
Opposition side of the House who were 
anxious to have an opportunity of speak- 
ing upon this important question, and 
doubtless there were noble Lords on the 
other side who also desired to do so, he 
would move the Adjournment of the 
Debate. 

Moved, "That the Debate be now 
adjourned." — ( The Earl of Dunraven,) 

The Earl of KIMBERLEY : Of 
course, we are in the hands of my noble 
Friends pn both sides, but it is now 
rather early to adjourn. Though I will 
not oppose the Motion, I should like to 
know whether we are to go on sitting as 
long as the House of Conmions ? It 
would be rather unusual to adjourn the 
Debate from day to day. 

The MARQUE8S of SALISBURY : 
I do not know that we have any busincFB 
so urgently pressing that the prospect of 
an adjournment should be so alarming to 
the noble Earl. I do not think, myself, 
it would be necessary to go on with the 
Debate beyond to-morrow, but I am 
bound to say that I think the new plan 
has been rather a success. We have 
listened to an interesting Debate t^is 
evening ; and if that Debate had gone on 
at the end of Tuesday night, we should 
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have listened in a state of either 
agonising hunger or of disorganised 
digestion. It seems to me, especially 
after listening to the eloquent exhorta- 
tion to calmness from the noble and 
learned Lord, that we should take all 
physical means of ensuring that calm- 
ness. 

The Earl of KIMBERLEY : I 
simply wished to enter my protest 
against the possibility of haying too 
much of a good thing. * 

Motion agreed to; Debate further 
adjourned till To-morrow. 

House adjoamed at twenty minutes past 

Eight o'clock, till To-momiw, a 

quarter past Ten o'clock. 



HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday^ 2nd February I89S. 



NEW MEMBER SWORN. 

Sir Charles Russell, knight, Q.C., for 
the Borough of Hackney (South Diyi- 
sion.) 

QUESTIONS. 



PRIVATE BILLS. 

Ordered, That Mr. Stansfeld have 
leave to seek a Conference with the 
Chairmen of Committees of the House of 
Lords, for the purpose of determining 
(under Standing Order 79) in which 
House of Parliament the respective 
Private Bills should be first considered, 
and to report the same to the House. — 
{Sir John MowbrayJ) 

CONTROVERTED ELECTIOXa 
Copy ordered — 

"Of the Shorthand Writers' Notes of the 
Evidence which has been or may be taken at 
the Trial of Election Petitions under the Acts 
relating thereto since the last General Election, 
and during the present Seft«ion of Parliament, 
together with a Copy of the Shorthana Writers 
Notes of the Judgments delivered by the Judges 
selected for the Trial of Election Petitions, in 
pursuance of the said Acts, ami Coiiies of 
Special Gases Reserved, and of all Election 
Petitions.'' — (.Vr. ChaHCtllor of the Kr^ 
eheguer.y 

Colonel SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) : May I ask the rijsrht hon. Gentle- 
man when the shorthand notes will he 
circulated ? (Cries of " Order ! ") 

Sin W. V. HARCOURT : I do not 
know. I will try and find ont, and let 
the hon. Member know. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (I 
This is not Question time. 

Question put, and agreed 

The Marquess of Sail 



THE SANDWICH ISLAXDa 

Sir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
will state on what days in January, 
1893, any of Her Majesty's ships were 
in the port of Honolulu, what were the 
names of the ships, and what precautions 
were taken by Her Majesty's (rOTemment 
in conjunction with other friendly Powers 
for the due protection of British subjects 
and British interests in the Sandwich 
Islands in view of recent political 
events ? 

The secretary to the ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire, Clitheroe) : By the last ad- 
vices from the Admiral, the Garnet was 
about to proceed, in ordinary course of 
station visiting, from Acapulco to Hono- 
lulu. She probably sailed on January 
7th, and her passage would occupy from 
lo to 21 days. In answer to the latter 
part of the hon. Member's question, I 
may add that Her Majesty's (Government 
consider that British subjects in the 
Sandwich Islands are not exposed to any 
danger. The question of other British 
interests in those islands appears to be 
one for the Foreign Office rather than 
the Admiralty. 

SCOTCH REGIMENTS. 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glas- 
gow, Camlachie) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War 
whether it be still the intention of the 
War Office to merge the 79th High- 
landers in the Scots Guards; and 
whether he is aware that recently a 
niunber of recruits, raised in London, 
have been added to the 79th, thereby 
altering the proportions of Englishmen 
and Scotchmen in the regiment, whereas 
*wo years ago there was a considerable 

jority of Scotchmen in the 79th, 
nthstanding the difficulties in the 
>f recruiting Scotchmen ? 
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Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, 
Partick) : I wish to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can say 
whether he proposes to convert the 
Cameron Highlanders into a third bat- 
talion of the Scots Guards, or to make 
any other change in their position ; and, 
if so, whether he will ' undertake that 
the House of Commons shall have the 
opportunity of discussing the question 
before a decision is finally arrived^ at ; 
and whether it is his intention to make 
any other proposals with a view to 
equalising the number of battalions on 
Home and Foreign service ? 

Mr. CAMERON CORBETT (Glas- 
gow, Tradeston) : I desire to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if his at- 
tention has been called to the very 
general feeling in Scotland against the 
proposal to make the 79th Cameron 
Highlanders a battalion of the Guards ; 
and if he can give any assurance that 
the change will not be made. 

•The secretary of STATE for 
WAR (Mr. Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling, &c.) : I shall shortly have an 
opportunity, when introducing the Army 
Estimates, to explain my views, not 
only on the question of the Cameron 
Highlanders, but on the larger subject 
of Infantry organisation, of which that 
question is only a small part. It will 
be more convenient to defer to that occa- 
sion any statement of my intentions ; 
but I may at once say that, as it is not 
now intended to add to the strength of 
the Brigade of Guards, the particular 
proposal referred to by the hon. Members, 
of converting this regiment into a bat- 
talion of Scots Guards, is not in con- 
templation. I would add that I have 
not been able to see any indication of 
the " very general feeling " in Scotland 
on this subject, to which the hon. 
Member for Tradeston refers. What I 
have observed is a natural and, let me 
say, most characteristic desire on the 
part of my countrymen to know some- 
thing of the facts of the case before 
forming any judgment upon it. 

Mr. MACFARLANE (Argyll) : 
May I ask when the proposals referred 
to in these questions were first made ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not know when this particular pro- 
posal for converting the 79th High- 



landers into Scots Guards was first made. 
It has long been suggested as a mode 
of dealing with a very difficult case. 

Mr. darling (Deptford) : I would 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if he will 
consider the expediency of slightly aug- 
menting the Cameron Highlanders by 
adding* a second battalion to that regi- 
ment ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Yes, at once, if the hon. Member will 
raise me recruits in the district for the 
purpose. 

WEST COAST RAILWAYS IN SCOTLAND. 

Dr. MacGREGOR (Inverness-shire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland, 
considering that the Government has 
agreed to subsidise an extension of rail- 
way from Strome Ferry to Kyleakin, in 
Ross-shire, and remembering that two 
different Commissions have reported in 
favour of Mallaig, in Inverness-shire, as 
being the most suitable point for a ter- 
minus on the west coast (shortening the 
route to Glasgow by four hours at about 
half the cost), whether the Government 
is now prepared to subsidise also the ex- 
tension between Banavie and Mallaig ? 

The secretary for SCOT- 
LAND (Sir G. Treveltan, Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : The late Government was 
in communication with a syndicate which 
was formed to undertake a railway exten- 
sion between Banavie and Mallaig, but 
the negotiations fell through. The pre- 
sent Government has not been approached 
by any company or syndicate with a pro- 
posal to construct the railway. 

GOVERNORS OF THE LONDONDERRY 
LUNATIC ASYLUM. 

Mr. ROSS (Londonderry) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland on what grounds 
were the names of the Very Rev. the 
Dean of Deny and the Rev. J. M. Rod- 
gers, D.D., removed from the list of 
Governors of the Londonderry Lunatic 
Asylum ? 

The chief SECRETARY for IRE- 
LAND (Mr. J. Morley, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne) : The gentlemen referred to were 
appointed under Order in Council, dated 
December 31, 1891, for one year. Their 
appointments under that Order absolutely 
lapsed on December 31, 1892. In mak- 
ing the new appointments for London- 
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deny Asylum for 1893 to the 11 
Goyemorships, to which the Lord Lieu- 
tenant direct 1 J nominates, his £xceilettcy 
with regret felt himself unable to include 
these gentlemen in his selections. This 
was due, not to any personal grounds 
whateyer, but solely to the necessity for 
establishing a fairer and more ^general 
representation on the Board. I had 
thought of asking the hoo. Gentleman to 
postpone the question ; but if he is satis- 
fied with what 1 haye now said, perhaps 
he will be good enough to wait for a 
statement of general policy on these 
matters, which 1 hope to be able to make 
shortly. 

BSLEASE OF IRISH PRISOXERS. 

Mr. ROSS : I beg to a.<k the Chief 
Secretary to the Lonl Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Judge who presided 
at the trial of William ColL Patrick; 
Roarty, Dominic Rodgers^ and Conneli | 
Magee was consulted before their release? | 

Mh. JOHN MORLEY : In January,  
1890, it Memorial was addressed to Lord 
Zetland, the then Lord Lieutenant for i 
Ireland, praying for the release of Coll, , 
and the Judge, in his Report to the Lord 
Lieutenant* stated hi:^ views as to the , 
proceed in^rs at the truil and the re&^ult. 
The Irish Govenuuent did not think it . 
]iecetN»ary to trouble the learned Jud«;e 
in the same matter on the pre»t:nt 



THE INDIAN O: iUM REVENUE. 

Mb. HOZIER I Lanarkshire. S. .« : I 
be^ to ask the Under Se^^nrtarr of State 
for India bow s«>on the Government 
propose to srive etft^^t to the Resolution 
qI the Hout^ of the lOih April. 1^91. 
eailin«r for tiie imme«iiate aU-»l:t:oD of 
the Indian Opium Revenue r I would add 
that the Resoiutiun was ^uc^c^irted bv  
14 MemWrs of the pr^rt^ai A>iaiinL?tra-  
tioQ, and wa5 opp^^jMed bv none of them? | 
♦The UXDilR SECRETARY or. 
>TATE r.^E INDIA Mr. Ge^k^.c 
Rrs>EXX« North Bed>. p : The hon. Meni Vr 
ha;s rvferrvti to an ^"^urrence »>« wi;h.Ln 
my per«4>aAl kn»>wle«ii^« bat I am cnniiUy * 
icform^i that tLe Ho<ise <»f C«>aiiuoik> did 
iii>c,oa the lOch «>f A[iriL 1^91, pass a Re- 
5»I:itioc caL Of f*>r tike immedsacc- 
aK>^ct<>a of the Op»Lam Revenue. A 
for the a»ii>Hzms:ent of the Uott^ 
ks dcf««ied, bet ap*>B the qoes^tioo of 
opyna, ai» a who^e« the H< 

Mr. Imkm Mmiey 



pointed out a few days later by the First 
Lord of the Treasury) had no opportunity 
of expressing an opinion. But the im- 
portance of the division of the 10th of 
April has not been underrated either by 
the Secretary of State or by tte Govm- 
ment of India ; and steps have been 
taken, and further steps are now under 
consideration, for restricting the consump- 
tion of opium in India. 

RAILWAY RATES. 

Mr. THOMAS ROBINSON (Glou- 
cester) : I desire to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether, having re- 
gard to the many and serious complaints 
made of the excessive charges now made 
by the railway companies, under the 
authority of a recent Act of Parliament, 
he has considered the desirability of 
getting the jurisdiction of the Board of 
Trade extended, so as to authorise the 
Board to deal with such complaints when 
called upon to do so ; and whether he is 
prepared to introduce a short Bill with 
that object ? 

Mr. CHARLES M*LAREN (Leices- 
ter« Bos worth) : I wish to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
can, in response to the representations 
officially luade to him by meetings of 
farmers and others at Ashby-de-la-Zoucb, 
Hinckley, Market Bos worth, and other 
places in Leicestershire, and also by the 
various agricultural and trade societies 
in that county, hold out the hope that the 
railway companies will without further 
delay reduce the au^zmeoted rates for 
milk, farm prviduce, timber, and coal, pub- 
lished on l<t January. I^^^ to the level 
at which thev stood before that date; 
an^i. if not, wh«rther he will introduce a 
measure to compel the carrying com- 
panies to make such reduction ? 

Mr. field DubuQ, St. Patrick) : I 
wish to ask the> President of the Boaxxl 
of Trade wh«?th<r he intends to take anr 

m 

measures calcu'watt^i to prevent the rail* 
way ctxupar.Us i^ Great Britain and 
IrvUnd frxM I^^y:r^ rates prejudicial to 
the c\>ca«N>rw <^ :i< tbree Kingdoms ? 

Tmk PKKSri>KNT *-r the BOARD 
or TKAI^K Mr. Ml xt^cuA, Sheffield, 
Brixhts^ : T^tnf wrr aatrooj com- 
pkaiats^ \^ tnMk'r;^ wkkli ar« daily 
boBvi^i Wfxv s:tae B«ai4 ol Trade 
acv at %MM^ Vrv*u^*i -; :i:Qiiifr tke notiee of 
iW wttft^ty v«v ;iuivc .i)v Kailwmr As^ocia- 
t)Mik «^%')^ %'>MHt %y a?v joL cnaiff Bt com- 
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munication. I am assured that these 
complaints are being dealt with as rapidly 
as the pressure of business on the Com- 
mittee appointed for the purpose will 
permit, and that concessions are daily 
being made which they hope will be 
satisfactory. Already two important 
companies have returned to the old 
milk rates, and I trust that the others 
will speedily follow their example, not 
only with reference to milk, but other 
articles of home produce. I think it is 
desirable to see the full effect of these 
negotiations before considering whether 
any further legislation on the subject is 
necessary. 

Mil. FIELD : May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether it is the inten- 
tion of the railway companies to return 
to their old rates and charges, and if an 
opportunity — {Cries of "Order!") — 
well, can the right hon. Gentleman inform 
the House if any arrangements have been 
made between the Government and the 
Board he represents and the railway 
companies in order to prevent an injurious 
rise in rates all over the three King- 
doms ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA: My answer 
practically dealt with that question. We 
shall object to the' railways returning to 
the old rates, because some of those old 
rates have been reduced by the Statute, 
and those reductions should be adhered 
to. With respect to other rates, we are 
bringing them under the notice of the 
railway companies daily, almost hourly, 
and I hope they will very speedily return 
to the old rates. 

Mr. T. J. HEALY (Wexford, N.) : 
Will the right lion. Gentleman say 
whether, in any communications which 
have passed between him and the Go- 
vernment, he has raised the question of 
rebates being granted on the rates which 
have been charged in the event of some 
shrinkage being arranged for ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : Yes ; in the case 
of milk rates and some other rates which 
have been re-arranged a rebate will be 
allowed from the 1st of January, when 
the new rates came into operation. 

Sir J. WHITEHEAD (Leicester) : I 
wish to ask my right hon. Friend a ques- 
tion of which I have given him private 
notice. It is, whether he has seen the 
reports of the large and representative 
meeting respecting railway rates which 
was held in the London Mansion House 



on the 30th ult., and whether, in view 
of the vast interests involved, he can 
assure the House that the resolutions 
passed at that meeting will receive his 
early attention, or, failing that, whether 
he will afford me facilities for the Second 
Reading of my Bill on the subject ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : I read with great 
interest a report of the Mansion House 
meeting, and I was not at all disinclined 
to receive the protest made by the traders 
as to the increase of the rates. The 
answer I gave to a former question, that 
I did not think it desirable to consider 
further legislation imtil we saw the result 
of further negotiations, will apply, how- 
ever, to my hon. Friend's question. It 
is not in my power to promise to devote 
any portion of the Government time to 
the subject. 

OFFICIAL LIQUIDATOR'S CHARGES. 

Mr. THOMAS HENRY BOLTON 
(St. Pancras, N.) : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
it is a fact, as stated in a Law Report in 
The Times newspaper of 8th November 
last, that the costs of an accountant for 
acting as provisional liquidator in the 
winding-up of the London Provident 
Building Society amounted to only £40, 
whereas if the Official Receiver in Bank- 
ruptcy had been appointed the expense 
would have amounted to £426 ; and, if 
so, whether he will consider the propriety 
of cutting down the Official Receiver's 
charges in such matters ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : I am unable to 
state, without further information than is 
supplied in The Times report, what would 
have been the fees payable in respect of 
the Official Receiver's services had the 
London Provident Building Society been 
wound up by the Court under the pro- 
visions of the Companies (Winding-up) 
Act, 1890. But the statement in ques- 
tion appears to be entirely misleading, as 
there is no analogy between the duties of 
the Official Receiver as provisional liqui- 
dator on the making of a compulsory 
winding-up order, and those of the 
accountant referred to, who was allowed 
a sum of £40 19s. in respect of services 
of an interim character extending over 
five days from the 10th to the 16th of 
October last. The duties of the Official 
Receiver extend over the whole liquida* 
tion. It rests with him not only to 
protect the assets, to obtain the statement 
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of affairs, to summon the meetings of 
creditors and contributories, and to obtain 
the directions of the Court thereon, but 
also to investigate the manner in which 
the company was formed and carried on, 
to conduct the public examination of 
directors and officers who may be ordered 
to be examined by the Court, and to take 
further proceedings thereon, if it should 
appear that any fraud or criminal offence 
has been committed. 

A FLOGGING. 

Mr. EVERETT (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to an article 
in The East Anglian Daily Times of 
15th December last, describing the flog- 
ging at Woolverstone, near Ipswich, by a 
gentleman who is the owner of the district 
round, and a magistrate for Suffolk, of 
certain youths for scaring rabbits in his 
park ; and whether he proposes to take 
any action in the matter ? 

The secretary of STATE for 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AsQuiTH, Fife, E.) : The gentleman in 
question, I am informed, applied for and 
obtained the previous consent of the 
parents to chastise the boys. I do not 
propose to take any action in the 
question. 

DOCKYARD CLASSIFICATION. 

Mr. KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent, Faversham) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
having regard to the great dissatisfaction 
with which the system of classification is 
regarded in Her Majesty^s dockyards, and 
to the fact that that system is not adopte<l 
in private shipbuilding yards, the Board 
of Admiralty are prepared to recommend 
its discontinuance ? 

The civil LORD of the ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Robertson, Dundee) : In 
conjunction with my right hon. Friend 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, I have 
visited the dockyards and taken the 
evidence of the workmen on the system 
of classification and other points. The 
subject is one of great importance, and is 
receiving the most careful consideration 
of the Admiralty. 

RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. weir (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
l)eg to ask the President of the Board of 

Mr, Mundella 



Trade whether provision has been made 
by the Highland Railway Company to 
obviate similar accidents to that which 
occurred on their line at Auchnashellach 
Station, on 1 4th October last year ; and 
whether this company have complied 
with the requirements of " The Regula- 
tion of Railways Act, 1889," regarding 
the use of automatic continuous brakes ? 
Mr. mundella : In the Report 
made after the official inquiry held with 
regard to the accident at Auchnashellach 
Station on October 14th, the inspecting 
officer states that when an automatic con- 
tinuous brake is in operation upon all 
passenger vehicles of mixed trains a re- 
currence of a similar accident will be 
well-nigh impossible. Under the order 
made by the Board of Trade in pursu- 
ance of the Regulation of Railways Act, 
1889, the Highland Railway Company 
are required to complete fitting their 
passenger vehicles with an automatic 
continuous brake by August 16th next. 
The company, I regret to say, have raised 
some difficulties, and the correspondence 
which has arisen in consequence will be 
presented to Parliament with the Report 
of the inquiry into the accident. 

THE ISLAND OF LEWIS. 
Mr. weir : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether SheriflT John- 
stone, a member of the Board of Super- 
vision, visited the Ness district of the 
Island of Lewis last autumn for the pur- 
pose of inquiring into the sanitary con- 
ditions of that part of the island ; and 
whether the Board of Supervision will in 
future, when instituting inquiries into the 
sanitary state of remote districts in Ross 
and Cromarty, instruct a medical gentle- 
man to visit the districts instead of a 
lawyer ? 

Sir G. TREVELYAN : Sheriff 
Johnstone, in the course of his duty and 
for judicial work, visited the Lewis last 
September. He had been previously 
asked by Lord Lothian to take advantage 
of his visit to the island to report on 
various matters connected with the 
crofters. Being also a member of the 
Board of Supervision and interested in 
sanitary matters, he made inquiries about 
them for his own information, but under 
no request from the Board. No doubt 
the Board of Supervision, when conduct- 
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ing inquiries into sanitary matters, will 
continue to employ medical men as they 
have done hitherto. 

MEATH ELECTION PETITIONS. 

•Mr. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, E.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land whether his attention has been 
drawn to the following statement appear- 
ing in The Globe newspaper of the Ist 
January, 1893 : — 

'* That when the Elections Petitions Office at 
the Four Courts, Dublin, was ppened yesterday, 
it was discovered that several important decu- 
Inents connected with the Meath Election 
Petitions had disappeared " ; 

and whether the same is correct ; and, 
if so, can he inform the House what were 
the documents which were lost ; and 
also if any, and what, steps have been 
taken to recover them ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I am informed 
that there is no truth whatever in this 
report. 

STRANDING OF THE HOWE, 
•Mr. WEBSTER : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, in 
view of the serious expense to the 
country occasioned by the stranding of 
the battleship Howe, he is prepared to 
consider the advisability of adopting for 
Her Majesty's ships the " Submarine 
Sentry," an invention for warning ships 
of the proximity of shallow waters ? 

Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
The Admiralty have fully considered 
the invention called the " Submarine 
Sentry," and are not of opinion that its 
issue to Her Majesty's ships is desirable. 
This opinion is in no way aflTected by the 
case of the Howe, as, in the opinion of 
competent authorities at the Admiralty, 
the possession by that ship of this in- 
vention would not have prevented her 
from stranding. 

•Mr. WEBSTER : I beg to ask what 
was the original cost, exclusive of arma- 
ment, of H.M.S. Howe, what sum has 
been guaranteed to be paid on account of 
salvage services, and, in the event of the 
vessel being salved, what is estimated to 
be the probable cost of again placing the 
vessel in a condition as an effective part 
of the Navy ? 

Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
The original cost of the Hotve, exclusive 
of armament and incidental charges, was 
£638,678. The amount to be paid under 
certain conditions on ' account of salvage 



services will not exceed £36,000. No 
estimate can be given of the probable 
cost of restoring the ship to an effective 
state until sHe has been placed in dock 
at Ferrol. 

ILLITERATE VOTES. 

•Mr. WEBSTER : I beg to ask the 
Home Secretary when he will be in a 
position to lay on the Table of the House 
the Return of Illiterate Voters at the 
late General Election, ordered by the 
House last Autumn ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : I hope to be able 
to lay this Return on the Table very 
shortly. ' 

•Mr. WEBSTER : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman inform the House as to the 
number of illiterates who voted in the 
North and South Meath elections. As a 
debate is to occur to-morrow on this sub- 
ject, I think it would be of use to the 
House to have that information. - 

Mr. ASQUITH : I have no informa- 
tion on the subject. 

CENSUS RETURNS. 

Mr. henry HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
set, E.) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board when the 
1891 Census Returns of the population 
of the several parishes in England and 
Wales are likely to be published, and 
why their publication has been so long 
delayed ? 

•The PRESIDENT of the LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. H. 
Fowler, Wolverhampton, E.) : I am 
informed by the Registrar General that 
he hopes to be able to present to Parlia- 
ment the volumes of the detailed Census 
Reports which relate to area, houses, 
and population of parishes in April next. 
This will be some weeks earlier than 
was the case with the corresponding 
volumes of the Report of the Census in 
1881, though several fresh items of 
information will be included in the 
Report relating to the Census of 1891. 

MADAGASCAR. 

Sjb CHARLES W. DILKE : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether a declaration* 
having been signed by Lord Salisbury,. 
August £th 1890, recognising a French* 
Protectorate over Madagascar " with its 
consequences," Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment will lay before Parliament the 
Treaty of Peace between France and 
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Madagascar, as published by the Mala- 
gasy Government at Antananarivo in 
1886, with the letter signed by the 
French Plenipotentiaries, and dated the 
day previous to the date borne by the 
Treaty, which was also contained in 
the Madagascar Red Book. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, 
E.) : May I ask whether it is not a fact 
that the Treaty to which reference is 
made in the question was concluded in 
1886 with the French Government, and 
brought under the notice of Her Majesty's 
Government of that day, and that no 
objection whatever was taken to its 
terms ? 
•The under SECRETARY of 
STATE FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Sir Edward Grey, Northumber- 
land, Berwick) : In March, 1886, 
the Treaty which was communicated 
to the French Chambers was laid 
before Parliament. A circular dispatch 
relating to it addressed to the French 
representatives at the principal Courts 
was laid at the same time. Her Majesty's 
Government subsequently learned that 
the Treaty had been published in Mada- 
gascar with a letter annexed to it signed 
by the French Plenipotentiaries, but it is 
understood that the French Government 
have never admitted that they were 
bound by the letter. Under these 
circumstances, Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment is unwilling to lay before Parlia- 
ment a letter of officers of a foreign 
Government which is not acknowledged 
by that Government. In answer to the 
question put by the Leader of the 
Opposition, I have to say that the facts 
are as stated by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 

TUBERCULOSIS. 

Viscount WOLMER (Edinburgh, 
W.) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he is aware 
that much inconvenience has lieen caused 
by the delay in the publication of the 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
which was appointed more than two yeaig 
ago to inquire into the question of tuber- 
culosis ; and whether he can infoi-m the 
House when that Report may^ be ex- 
pected ? 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) : May I ask whether the evi- 
dence taken before that Committee will be 
printed and circulated, and whether the 

Sir Charles W. Dilhe 



House will have an opportunity of dis- 
cussing it ? 

•MR.H.H. FOWLER: The Report of the 
Departmental Committee on Tuberculosis 
was issued in 1888. The Royal Com- 
mission which was appointed in 1890 has 
not yet reported. I have communicated 
with the Commission, and the reply which 
I have received is that the Commission 
have not yet completed their inquiries, 
and that at present they are unable to 
state when their Report will be made. 

Mr. field : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether it is in- 
tended, pending the Report of the Tuber- 
culosis Commission, to provide such 
compensation for animals suffering from 
tuberculosis and destroyed as already 
allowed imder similar circumstances under 
the provisions of " The Cattle Diseases 
(Animals) Act, 1 878 " ? 

Mr. H. GARDNER: As the hon. 
Member is aware, tuberculosis is not one 
of the diseases to which the Contagions 
Diseases (Animals) Acts apply. If, 
therefore, an animal suffering from tul>er- 
culosis is destroyed, it is, I ju'esimio, 
iu pursuance of the provisions of 
the Public Health Acts, and on 
the ground that the animal is unwhole- 
some or unfit for the food of man. There 
is no provision of the law which would 
enable me to provide for 'the payment of 
compensation under such circumstances, 
nor could I undertake to extend any of 
the provisions of the Contagious Diseases 
(Animals) Acts to the disease in question 
pending the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission. 

THE VALUE OF THE RUPEE. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Cen- 
tral) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
for India whether the Indian Government 
and the Secretarvof State have cousidertMl 
the case of civil and militarv servants of 
the Crown in India who have suffei'ed hy 
the diminution in the value of the rupee ; 
whether the official rate of exchange for 
the years 1893-4 between England and 
India has yet been fixed, and what it is ; 
and whether the Secretarv of State in- 
tends to make any compensation by 
fixing a special rate for family remittances 
and absentee allowances, or in any other 
way, to the Eiuopean civil and military 
servants of the Indian Government for 
the loss of 40 per cent, of their salaries, 
owing to the fall in the exchange ? 
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•Mb. G. BUSSELL : The Indian Go- 
vemment and the Secretary of State are 
considering the case of the officers re- 
ferred to. The official rate of exchange 
has heen fixed at Is. 2|d., hut it is pos- 
flihle that this may he recalculated. The 
whole question as to the effect on salaries 
of the fall in the gold value of the rupee has 
been brought by the Government of 
India before the Secretary of State in 
Council, and is now under his con- 
sideration. 

THE BODTKE SEIZURES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the pro- 
ceedings at Bodyke, County Clare, where 
a force of 70 armed police were recently 
engaged in seizing the cattle of some 
tenants who alleged that they were un- 
able to pay their rents in full ; and 
whether, as the tenants in the neighbour- 
hood of Bodyke are unable to pay the 
judicial rents, the Government will take 
some steps to have those rents revised, so 
as to prevent evictions and disturbance 
in the district ? 

Mr. J. MORLE Y : The constabulary 
report that it is a fact that a force of 75 
police was engaged on the 11th ult. not 
in seizing cattle, but in protecting the 
Sheriff on his requisition when doing so, on 
the estate of Colonel O'Callaghan at 
Bodyke. The proceedings were taken on 
writs of ^. fa, and County Court decrees 
for rent, and it is true that the tenants on 
the estate allege that they are unable to 
pay their rents in full. The Govern- 
ment are not prepared, as at present 
advised, to take steps to have the judicial 
rents in the district revised. 

Mr. W. REDMOND : I wish to ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman^s 
answer means that the Government will 
do nothing with regard to judicial rents 
during this Session ? 

Mr. J. MORLE Y : No, Su- ; I do not 
mean more than I have said. I mean that 
a question of such gravity and importance 
will receive my attention. 

CARDIFF SAVINGS BANK. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
^.E.) : I beg to ask the Chancellor of 
-the Exchequer whether he can state to 
the House what has been done in con- 
nection with the liquidation of the Cardiff 



Savings Bank, the amount that has been 
recovered from the trustees and managers, 
and the amount of dividend paid to the 
poor depositors ; whether he can state to 
the House the total cost of the. liquida- 
tion up to date, inclusive of legal charges, 
costs, and expenses ; and whether he can 
give any indication as to when the final 
dividend will be paid, and the affairs be 
finally wound up ? 
•The CHANCELLOR op the EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir W. Harcourt, Derby): 
The Treasury have been informed by the 
Official Liquidator that he hopes shortly 
to be in a position to ask the Court to 
authorise the payment of some dividend, 
but he is not at present in a position to 
state the amount of that dividend. He 
will be asked if he will f ui^ish an account 
of the cost of the winding-up to the pre- 
sent time. The hon. Member can obtain 
such information as he may require from 
the Official Liquidator, who acts under 
the direction of the Court and not of the 
Government. 

TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANK ACT, 1891. 

Mr. HOWELL : I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
can inform the House as to the names of 
the persons appointed by the Committee 
under " The Trustee Savings Bank Act, 
1891," the amount of remuneration in 
each case, and by whom the nominations 
were made ; whether he can state to the 
House the nature of the work that has 
been, and is being, performed by the per- 
sons appointed ; and whether a Report will 
be laid upon the Table of the House as 
to the visitations made and the work 
performed ? 
• The CHANCELLOR of the EX- 
CHEQUER : A complete Report of 
the proceedings of the Savings Banks 
Inspection Committee has just been 
rendered to the National Debt Com- 
missioners, and is about to be laid upon 
the Table of the House. The Reporr 
deals fully with the various points referred 
to by the hon. Member, and he may 
probably be willing, therefore, to await 
its production in order to obtain the infor- 
mation he desires. 

REPORT ON TRADE UNIONS. 

Mr. HOWELL : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that the Report on Trade 
Unions for 1891, by the Labour Corre- 
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spoudent to the Bpard of Trade, is not 
yet published ; whether he can give to 
the House auy iuformatiou as to the date 
when that Report will be issued ; and 
whether it is the intention of the De- 
partment to delay the issue until the 
Reports for 1892 are complete, so as to 
issue a double volume as on the last 
occasion ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA: The Report 
on Trade Unions for 1891 by the 
Labour Correspondent to the Board of 
Trade is now in the press, and will be 
circulated as a separate volume. The 
hon. Member may not be aware that the 
Return cannot.be ready until long after 
the year to which it relates, as only a 
limited number of Trade Unions make 
Returns direct to the Board of Trade, in 
consequence of which some Returns did 
not in the present instance reach the De- 
partment until November, 1892. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR THE 
COLONIES. 

Mr. HOWELL : I beg to ask the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Colonial 
Office whether he is aware that the 
Statistical Abstract for the several 
Colonial and other Possessions for 1891 
was not issued until oth Jauuarv of the 
present year ; and whether it is not 
possible to present the Returns in that 
Abstract at an earlier date in each year 
to the House ? • 

Mr. MUNDELLA : I will answer 
the question. The Statistical Ab- 
stract for the Colonies was issued 
on December 19 and was on sale 
on December 21. The Abstract was 
later last year than usual because of the 
late arrivals of the Retiurns from a few 
of the Colonies. The particulars for 
Tobago had to be printed as an Appendix 
to the Return.' 



POOR LAW RELIEF. 
Mr. HOWELL : I l>eg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he will iutroiluce a Bill 
to consolidate the law relating to Poor 
Law relief and cognate subjects ; and, 
if not, whether the Local Government 
Board will present to this House a digest 
of the laws relating to the relief of the 
poor ? 

• Mr. H. H. FOWLER : Looking to 
the present engagements of the Govern- 
ment, I cannot hold out auy expectations 
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that I can bring in a Bill for the con- 
solidation of the law relating to Poor 
Law relief, and I fear that I cannot 
undertake to present to the House a 
digest of the laws as suggested. 

THE CONVEYANCE OF LIVE STOCK BY 

RAIL. 

Mr. field (Dublin, St. Patrick) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether the Railway Department 
of the Board of Trade has the power, 
and, if so, will it exercise the power, to 
require railway companies to convey live 
stock at a reasonable minimum speed per 
hour, so as to obviate unnecessary and 
frequently cruel detention of animals in 
transit and delivery ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA: There is no power 
vested in the Board of Trade to compel 
railway companies to adopt a minimum 
speed for any species of traffic ; but if 
any case of cruelty to animals arising 
from detention is brought to my notice I 
will inquire into it. 

Mr. FIELD: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman interfere officially if it i^ 
proved to him that, as a matter of fact, 
cattle had been detained 30 hours over a 
journey that could have been performed in 
half the time. 

Mr. MUNDELLA : * If the hon. 
Gentleman will give me specific cases I 
will inquire into them. 

FALSE TRADE MARKS IN GERMANY. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Shef- 
field, Ilallam) : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade 
whether any new law for repressiug 
the fal^e marking of merchandise, or 
applying of false trade descriptions to 
goods, has come into existence in the 
German Empire, or in the Kingdom of 
Pnissia, since last Session ; and, if not, 
whether any proposal for the enactment 
of such a law is now under discussion in 
the German Legislature ; and whether 
he will lay upon the Table a Copy of 
such proposal or new law ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : Yes, Sir ; such 
a Bill \& before the German Legislature^ 
and a copy of Sir Edward Malet*B des«- 
patch, and of a translation of the BilU 
will be laid on the Table by my boo. 
Friend the Under Secretary for Foreigu 
Affairs. 
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he is willing to receive and consider 
reasons on the part of the inhabitants ? 

•Mb. H. H. fowler : The managers 
of the Metropolitan Asylum District 
have within the last few dajs sub- 
mitted to the Local Government Board 
a proposal to acquire about 22 acres of 
land at Tooting for the purpose of an 
asylum for fever patients. I am aware 
that in the locality there is great opposi- 
tion to this proposal. The representa- 
tions which have been submitted to me 
on the subject will receive most careful 
consideration, and, before arriving at a 
decision in the matter, I will direct a 
public local inquiry, when those in- 
terested will have full opportimity of 
being heard on the subject. 



HAULBOWLINE DOCKYARD. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if the repairs required by H.M.S. 
Banterevy now docked at Haulbowline, 
will be executed there ; and whether the 
necessary fittings will be locally ob- 
tained ? 

Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
Yes, Sir ; the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man has correctly stated the intentions of 
the Board of Admiralty. 

Captain DONELAN : May I ask 
"whether any appliances exist at present 
St Haulbowline for the execution of 
ordinary repairs to Her Majesty's 
ships ? 

Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
The appliances are limited to ordinary re- 
pairs, and are not suitable for extensive 
repairs. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : Is it the 
intention of the Admiralty to add to the 
:arrangements at Haulbowline. 

Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 

No, Sir. 

THE SCOTCH SUSPENSORY BILL. 

Mr. HOZIER (Lanarkshire, S.) : I 
heg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether the Government propose to pass 
ti Suspensory Bill for the Church of 
Scotland without any further reference 
to the wishes of the people of Scotland ? 

Sir G. TREVELYAN : On the ques- 
tion ef the Church of Scotland, as on all 
other matters which concern Scotland, 
the Government expect to ascertain the 
wishes of the Scottish people from the 
representatives of Scotland in Parlia- 
ment. 

TOOTING COMMON. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Go- 
vernment Board whether he is aware 
that Tooting Common, in the borough of 
Wandsworth, the dedication of which to 
purposes of public health and recreation 
of the metropolis has been effected 
by the liberal use of public and 
'Other moneys has been selected by 
the Asylums Board as the locality for a 
fever hospital, and that considerable 
-excitement in the district has been 
thereby created ; if so, whether such 
i«election has his approval ; and whether 
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FERROL HARBOUR. 

Mr. GOURLEY (Sunderland): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether all the charts of 
Ferrol Harbour in use on board the 
vessels comprising the Channel Squadron, 
at the time of the stranding of H.M.S. 
Howe^ were British or Spanish ; if 
British, were they those of the re-survey 
by the Hydrographieal Department of 
1873, if so, will he state the nieans 
adopted for the re - survey of the 
Harbour, together with the name of the 
ship employed, and by whom commanded ; 
and will he also inform the House 
whether the Spanish authorities were 
communicated with at the time of the 
re-survey, and say if soundings were 
made of the entire Harbour and its 
various channels from the sea inwards ? 

Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
All the charts of Ferrol in use on board 
H.M.^s ships are British reproductions of 
Spanish charts. No re-survey of Ferrol, 
or of any part of it, was made in 1873 by 
officers of the Hydrographieal Depart- 
ment, or by any other British officers. 
What was done in 1873 was to make 
certain corrections to the chart of Ferrol, 
founded on information furnished by the 
Spanish Government. 

THE STRANDING OF H.M.S. " HOWE." 

Mr. GOURLEY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he can 
inform the House the nature and extent 
of the damage sustained by H.M.S. 
HowCy stranded in Ferrol Harbour, and 
the measures adopted hy the Admiralty 
for the purpose of saving the vessel, guns, 

L 
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and stores ; and whether there ia auy 
pt«bability of the vessel being floated in 
> repairable condition ; and, if so, 

Sib U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
Although it is too early to make any 
ttatement to the House of the nature and 
extent of thedamage to the Howe, I may 
inform my hoii. Friend that the more 
MiriouH injuries appear to be timileil to 
the Mpaces under the engine and boiler- 
roomit. The damage on the port side is 
more extensive than on the starboard, 
MeaflureH were promptly and nuccess- 
fully taken for removing all the six- 
inch and lighter guns and the ac- 
L-CHiiiblo ftores and coal. For the 
nalvagc of the ship an agreement was 
ciilercd into with the Neptune Salvage 
Comjiany. Tlicy have recently made some 
preliminary trials of the arrangements 
for pumping out the ship. These trials 
xeem to show that it will be possible to 
free lior from water when the sheathing 
of certain portions of the iKittom is com- 
jilcicd. TliLTO is much reason to hope 
that the lloice will lie floated during the 
present mouth in a condition which will 
make it poHsiblo to effect repairs in the 
dock at Ferrol, courteously placed at our 
dcrvico by the Hpanish Government. 
I'crhapH my lion. Friend will put a fur- 
ther ipiestiou a little later in the month, 
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THE RELEASB OF EGAN. 

Sir H. K. HOWORTH (Salford, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant has James Egan been 
released on licence ; if so, was the liqence 
granted on any and what special coo- 
ditious ; and have such conditions been 
presented, in conformity with the require- 
ments of the Statutes, to this House ? 

Mk. ASQUITH : Egan was released 
under the ordinary order of licence in the 
form prescribed iu Schedule A of the 
Penal Servitude Act, 1864. There beiug 
UO special couditiona attached to the 
licence, there is no necessity to lay it 
before the House. 

THE BRUSSELS CONFESENCE. 
Mb. a. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, 
E.) : I beg to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when the procit-verbal of the 
Brussels Couference will lie laid upon the 
Table of the House, aud whether he will 
he same time lay the iustructions 
n to the British Delegates ? I will 
also ask when the Commigsion ap- 
pointed to examinethequestiou of Indian 
currency is likely to report ? 

• SiK W. HARCOURT : I am afniid 
I must ask for notice of the latter 
question. As to the former, a trans- 
lation of the procit-verbal has been 
prepared, and is now in the hands 
of the printers. I hope to be able to lay 
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case, the law leaves me do alteraative 
but to maintain in force tbe orders to 
which the hoo. Member refers. 

Mr. darling : I beg also ta ask 
the President of tbe Board of Agricul- 
ture whether he will propose, or support, 
a Bill giving the Board of Agriculture 
power to allow foreign animals to be 
landed in Englaud and slaughtered at the 
place of landing, in cases where by the 
existing law that Board now holds itself 
bound absolutely to prohibit the import 
of foreign animals ? 

Mr. GARDNER ; The law as it now 
stands is based on the well'establisbe.l 
fact that the slaughter of animals at the 
place of landing affords no adequate 
security against the iutroductiou of a 
disease of so highly lufectiona a character 
as foot-and-mouth diseaae. This being 
the case, I could not undertake to propose 
or support a Bill to the effect suggested 
in tbe question. 

LIVE STOCK ON RAILWAYS. 
Colonel NOLAN (Galway, N.) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if the charges for the conveyance 
by rail of cattle, sheep, and pigs from 
railway statiouB other than those situated 
at towns of import, have been on the 
whole cheopened or increased by late 
regulations ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA ; I must remind 
the hon. Member that what was done by 
the Acta confirming the Provisional 
Orders was to fix maximum charges and 
not actual charges. At present, the 
Octtiat rates to be charged by the railway 
compauies are under tiie consideration of 
tbe general managers, and it is not 
possible for me to say generally whether 
the inland rales for the conveyance of 
live stock are or are not less than they 
were. lu ^^^ interests of the railway 



in the Behring Sea, and the alleged 
captivity, robbery, and ill-treatment of 

• Sir E. grey : Information has 
reached Her Majesty's Government of 
the seizures referred to in the hon. 
Member's question, and of tbe treatment 
to which the crews of the vessels affirm 
that they have been subjected. Her 
Majesty's Ambassador at St. Petersburg 
was at once instructed to bring tbe 
mutter to tbe notice of the Russian Go- 
vernment, and to ask for investigation 
and redress, if the complaints should 
prove to he well-founded. The Russian 
Government have promised that tbe cases 
shall be inquired into. They state that 
the proper authorities have been called 
upon for detailed information, but that 
some time must elapse before an answer 
can be received. 

THE LOSS OF THE "THRACIAN." 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
why uo Board of Trade inquiry has been 
held iuto the circumstances attending the 
loss, last summer, of the sailing vessel 
TAracian, which, while being towed 
in ballast, capsized near the Isle 
of Man, and was totally lost with all 
hands, in consequence of being under- 
loaded ; and whether, in view of the 
frequent loss of vessels which blow 
ashore or blow over when lightly laden, 
he proposes to introduce any measure 
to prohibit or deal with the dangerous 
underloading of ships ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : An official in- 
quiry was ordered in the case of the 
Thracian, but it was subseqiiently 
abandoned, because, in the absence of 
the vessel and of all bands, it was im- 
possible to obtain complete and satis- 
factory evidence. The particulars fur- 
nished by the builders tended to show 
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of the Chart of Ferrol, No. 80 ; and 
whether he has any reason to believe 
that the bloAving out of rocks hiside the 
Howe hy dynamite, which has been 
proceeding for three months, is attended 
by any danger of blowing the ship to 
pieces ? 

Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
There will be no objection to laying 
upon the Table -a copy of the minutes 
of the two Courts-martial upon the 
stranding of the Howe, and certain other 
papers, if the hon. Member will move 
for them. Perhaps he will kindly confer 
with me as to the words of the Motion. 
<rhe information received by the Admi- 
ralty satisfies them that the experts in 
charge of the salvage operations are 
exposing the ship to no danger, such as 
the hon. Member's question suggests, of 
blowing the sbip to pieces. The charges 
of dynamite used are very small. 

THE PAMIRS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any in- 
formation respecting the armed occupa- 
tion on 24th July last, by Russian troops 
of Somatash, on the Alichur Pamir, and 
of the attack then made by these troops 
upon the Afghan post occupying that 
place, in which fifteen Afghans were 
killed, and the rest taken prisoners by 
the Russians; and whether any Conven- 
tion exists between Great Britain and 
Russia to settle the sovereignty over 
those parts of the Pamirs claimed by 
Afghanistan or by China ? 

Sir E. GREY: Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment have information that a colli- 
sion took place between Afghan and 
Russian troops in the vicinity of Soma- 
tash, but they have no reliable details as 
to which party provoked the conflict or 
as to the number of killed and wounded 
on either side. The arrangements made 
with Russia in 1872-73 with regard to 
Afghanistan were laid before Parliament 
in 1873. No subsequent agreement has 
yet Ijeen arrived at with Russia in regard 
to the districts in question. But the 
subject is at the present moment under 
^liscussion between the two Governments. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does not 
a Convention exist settling the sove- 
reignty ? 

Sir E. GREY: No Convention exists 
except that laid l)efore Parliament in 

Jfr. Gibson Bowles 



1873, and the exact limits and scope' of 
that Convention constitute one of the 
points under discussion between the two 
Governments. 

STRANORLAR AND GLENTIES RAILWAY. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has any objection to lay upon 
the Table a copy of the contract between 
the Irish Board of Works and the Con- 
tractors for the Stranorlar and Glenties 
Railway ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY: That is a question 
for the Treasury, and I will ask the hon. 
Member to put it down for Monday. 

JUDICIAL RENTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he pro- 
poses to introduce a Bill for the tempo- 
rary adjustment of judicial rents in 
Ireland; and, if not, whether he will en- 
deavour to facilitate the passing of such 
a Bill if introduced by a Private Mem- 
ber ? 

Mr. T. M. IIEALY (Louth, N.) : At 
the same time I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that a large 
body of opinion in Ireland, including that 
of the Conservative classes in Ulster, is 
favourable to the re-enactment of a clause 
similar in principal to that passed by the 
late Government in 1887, providing for 
the revision of judicial rents in con- 
sequence of the great fall in prices ; and 
whether, if he found that a Bill to make 
provision for such revision would havo 
the general assent of all parties from Ire- 
land, the Government would give the 
matter favourable consideration ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : With regard to the 
questions the Irish Government, as I 
have said, arc not prepared to introduce 
a Bill with this object, and I cannot 
undertake to say that the Government 
would support such a Bill. 

Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.) : Is 
the matter under the consideration of the 
Government ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I am considerini^ 
all the circumstances which might in- 
fluence the Government in this matter, 
but I am not projwred to bring in a Bill 
or to support n Bill on the subject. 
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Mr. W. REDMOND : Am I to under- 
stand that nothing is to be done in the 
present Session to inteffere with judicial 
rents in Ireland ? 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : May I ask 
whether, if such a Bill is backed by 
Members of all parties from Ireland, by 
Ulster Conservative Members as well as 
by National Meml)crs showing a general 
consensus of opinion in favour of such a 
clause as was introduced by the late Go- 
vernment, and if there are indications 
that such a Bill will not meet with 
serious opposition, the Government will 
be prepared to support it. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : Undoubtedly if a 
Bill were presented under such circum- 
stances it would receive our most careful 
attention. 

Mr. W. REDMOND : Might I ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman is 
aware that in many parts of Ireland, and 
more particularly in portions of Clare 
county, there is a widespread apprehen- 
sion that, if something is not doue to re- 
lieve the tenants from the full judicial 
rents which were fixed years ago when 
the prices were higher, there may arise 
disturbances of a serious character fol- 
lowing upon evictions. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I am well aware 
that there exists in Ireland a consider- 
able movement of opinion in that 
direction. The matter is receiving my. 
attention. 

Mr. a. O'CONNOR : If a Bill of the 
description referred to in the last part of 
the question of the hon. and learned 
Member for North Louth (Mr. T. M. 
Healy) is brought in, will the Govern- 
ment feel themselves constrained to 
oppose it. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I cannot say that 
I should be constrained to oppose a Bill 
until I have seen it and have acquainted 
myself with its provisions. 

BILK IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 

Mr. BROMLEY - DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire, Macclesfield) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether in the Monthly Returns and 
other publications of the Board of Trade, 
thrown silk is, when imported, classified 
as raw material, and, when exported, as 
a manufactured article ; and whether 
there is any reason for such classifica- 
tion ? 



Mr. MUNDELLA : Thrown silk is 
not classed as a manufactured article in 
the exports given in the monthly accounts, 
nor so far as I know in any other publi- 
cation of the Board of Trade. In the 
Import Account, page 37, of the Decem- 
ber Accounts it is shown under " Raw 
Materials for Textile Industries," and in 
the Export Account at page 73 under 
" Yams and Textile Fabrics," and in the 
Summary under " Articles Manufactured 
and partly Manufactured." 

BUILDING SOCIETY LEGISLATION. 

Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottingham, 
RushclifFe) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
in view of recent occurrences, the Govern- 
ment are prepared to introduce a Bill 
dealing with Building Societies ? 

Mr. ASQUITH: I hope shortly to be 
able to introduce a Bill on the subject re- 
ferred to by my hon. Friend. 

THE SANDWICH ISLANDS. 

Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD - BART- 
LETT(Sheffield,Eccleshall): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can give the House 
any information regarding the recent re- 
vohition in the Sandwich Islands ; and 
whether any of Her Majesty's men-of- 
war have been sent there to protect 
British interests ? 

♦Sir E. GREY: Jhe information 
received by Her Majesty's Government 
corresponds with that which has appeared 
in the newspapers as regards events in 
Honolulu. As at present advised. Her 
Majesty's Government have no intention 
of sending ships of war to Honolulu, as 
they consider that the lives and property 
of British subjects are safe under 
American protection. But it is possible 
that a vessel on its way from Acapulco 
to Esquimault may touch there in the 
usual course. I may add that there was 
no foundation whatever for the statement 
that Her Majesty's Government had 
made a protest of any kind at Washington, 

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BILLS. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
set, E.) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he will consider whether 
some l>etter arrangements can be made 
for ballottiug for private Members' Bills, 
whereby the time of this House may be 
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saved, and the Debate on Her Majesty^s 
Most Gracious Speech may be com- 
menced at an earlier and more suitable 
hour. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Before the 
question is answered I will ask whether 
he is aware that in the Marquess of Hart- 
ington's Committee of 1886 a Resolution 
was carried recommending a change in the 
direction indicated by the hon. Member^s 
question ? 

•Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : Any in- 
convenience which has been felt in connec- 
tion with this subject undoubtedly reached 
a very high point indeed when we met on 
Tuesday. I have been in communication 
with the Authorities of the House in re- 
gard to the matter, and I have every hope 
from the information they have given 
me that it will l)e found possible to devise 
a plan by which, as far as regards 
ballotting for Bills, the House may be 
relieved from that inconvenience. 

THE POET LAUREATESHIP. 
Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.) : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether it is intended to appoint a 
Poet Laureate, in succession to the late 
Lord Tennyson ; and whether he has 
made any recommendation to Her 
Majestv as to this appointment ? 

♦Mr.' W. E. GLADSTONE: In 
answer to this question I may say that 
no recommendation has been submitted 
to Her Majesty upon the subject of the 
succession to the office of Poet Laureate, 
and that there is no immediate intention 
of submitting such a recommendation. 

PARLIAMENTARY REPORTING. 

Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if he intends to move for the re- 
appointment of the Committee on Parlia- 
mentary Reporting ? 

•Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: The 
matter is one for the consideration of 
my right hon. Friend the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury rather than 
myself. I can, however, say that 
there is no urgent necessity to come to 
any decision with regard to the subject, 
inasmuch as a temporary arrangement 
has l>een made by the Treasury, which 
will endure during the present Session, 
for the piu-pose, if possible, of maintain- 
ing the regular series of reports of the 
proceedings of Parliament. 

Mr, Henry Hobhouse 



ORDERS OF THE DAY. 



ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY'S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

MOTION FOR ADDRESS. ADJOURNED 

DEBATE. 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [31st January], 
" That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth : — 

Most Gracious Sovereign, 

We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal 
Subjects, the Commous of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland in Parlia- 
ment assembled, beg leave to thauk Your 
Majesty for the Most Gracious S^jeech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament." — (^Mr. Lambert.') 

Question again proposed. 

Debate resumed. 

Colonel SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) : In common, I am sure, with the 
majority of both sides of the House, I 
listened with pleasure to the speeches of the 
Mover and the Seconder of the Address. 
I thought that they were discreet 
speeches, and that the speakers had dis- 
charged their difficult duties in a very 
able manner. Both hon. Gentlemen had 
showed their discretion in avoiding any 
comparison between the policy pursued 
by Her Majesty's Government and that 
which was followed by the Government 
that preceded it, and for this reason, that 
they must have remembered that the 
attack which terminated the life of the 
late Government in August last was an 
nttuck upon their posts, and not upon 
their policy. No attempt was made, in 
the very able speech of the present 
Home Secretary in the last Session, to 
show that the policy of the late Govern- 
ment had iH^en wrong ; all he did was to 
point out that the time had arrived when 
the Government should disappear and 
he and his friends should occupy the 
posts of the Ministers then in power. 
Since that time six months has elapsed 
and I am sure that I, in common with 
the House at large, am satisfied to hear 
that on the whole the policy of the pre- 
sent Government has be«n successful l)Oth 
at home and abroad. But I venture to 
maintain that if that policy has l>eeu 
successful it is only because the preaeut 
Government has \yeen putting in force 
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the legislation of their predecessors and 
has been walking in their footsteps, 
especiallj as regarded foreign affairs. In 
order to illustrate this I maj cite the case 
of Egypt. During the last few years 
the supporters of the present Government 
constantly denounced the Unionist party 
for what they were pleased to call their 
** Jingo " policy, but directly the present 
Government find themselves in the re- 
sponsible position of holding office, instead 
oi abandoning Egypt they are absolutely 
re-inforcing the troops of the Crown in 
that country, and they had especially 
announced that no change of policy with 
regard to that country is contemplated, 
in that they intend to follow exactly the 
policy pursued by their predecessors. As 
long as Her Majesty^s Government pur- 
sue a policy which conduces to prosperity 
and peace, whether in Great Britain or 
Ireland, they would receive the support of 
both sides of that House. The oiily 
occasion on which, as far as I know. Her 
Majesty's Government has shown any 
weakness, or has met with any want of 
success, has been exactly when they have 
deviated from the policy of their pre- 
decessors. And that has occurred with 
regard to the ^ountry from which I come 
— a country which has always been 
peculiar in its power of leading English- 
men and Scotchman astray. When the 
Tight hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Newcastle came over to Ireland as Chief 
^Secretary I can assure him that I looked 
with great interest for some indication of 
the course of policy he intended to pur- 
sue. I made every allowance for him, 
and I believe that every fair-minded man 
ought to make allowance for the unfortu- 
nate position in which he is placed, because 
I cannot conceive any situation more 
unpleasant than for a gentleman of the 
right hon. Gentleman's peculiar cast of 
mind, who has expressed his opinions so 
olearly, to find himself placed under the 
tutelage, the government, and the guid- 
ance of the Roman Catholic hierarchy. 
On the whole the right hon. Gentleman 
deserves a considerable amount of credit 
for not doing more harm than he has done. 
Of course I know, and we all know, in 
Ireland that my right hon. Friend was 
bound from his peculiar position to adopt 
a policy different from that which had 
obtained under the late Government. 
He was bound, as far as he could, to do 
away with the Crimes Act, or with 



that part of the Crimes Act which was 
in force when he came into Office, and, so 
far as I can make out, the only part of 
the population of Ireland which could 
have been relieved by doing away with 
these provisions of the Crimes Act was 
the criminal population. The change of 
venue and the power of taking evidence 
in secret could not hurt any law-abiding 
man. That was the first indication we 
got of how the wind was about to blow. 
The second indication occurred when 
instructions were issued to the County 
Inspectors giving the conditions under 
which police protection would be allowed 
to Sheriffs, and stating that in no case 
could such protection be granted except 
during daylight. Well, Sir, that letter 
was addressed to the Sheriff of the 
County of Clare, which we describe in 
Ireland as an extremely lively county. 
Crime has existed in Clare for, I am 
sorry to say, a good many years, and 
since October very serious outrages 
have been committed there. There- 
fore, as I pointed out in a letter 
to the Press at the time, to tell the 
people of Clare — and particularly that 
part of the population which looks upon 
the shooting of a Sheriff as the natural 
sport of the county — that ho protection 
was to be granted to a Sheriff except 
during daylight was undoubtedly, to my 
mind, an encouragement to the evil-dis- 
posed to resist the law. I entirely 
acquit my right hon.. Friend of any 
sinister intention. I have not the 
slightest doubt* that the shooting of a 
Sheriff is just as objectionable to him as 
it is to me ; but what I ask the public to 
consider is the effect that circular would 
have upon the evil-disposed people of 
the county. My right hon. Friend, after 
he had read my letter and the leading 
article on the subject in The Times^ 
appeared to be stirred — I will not say to 
wrath — but certainly to an amount of 
perturbation of spirit, and he wrote a 
letter, in which he used the following 
expressions : — 

" Colonel Saundereon is shocked by the 
action of the County Inspector in sajing that 
he would be unable to afford protection except 
in daylight. If this rule were as wrong and 
foolish, as it is assuredly right and true, in 
neither case am I responsible. The regulation 
as it stands, and as it long stood, on the Code 
prohibits the constabulary from leaving their 
quarters to give protection or assistance to civil 
officers before 6 p.m. in summer or 8 a.m. 
in winter, or to be present at executions of any 
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Tfvrlt, decree, or order after sunset in any season 
of the year." 

The Chief Secretary then adds — 

" If the rule against such folly did not exist, 
it would have been my duty to invent it ; " 

and he goes on to say — 

** Colonel Saunderson*8 discovery is a mare's 
ncEt* 

The Radical papers were delighted, and 
they said my right lion. Friend had flat- 
tened me out, and that The Times might 
hide its diminished head. Well, I do 
not accept the view of the law expressed 
by my right hon. Friend. I am happy 
to inform my right hon. Friend that the 
mare's nest in which I have been sitting 
for these six mouths is occupied at the 
pix»sont moment by the Judges of the 
Queen's Bench in Ireland. A most re- 
markable thing has happened to test the 
legality of the refusal to afford protection 
to the Sheriff. The Attorney General 
for Ireland issueil a writ of Jicri facias 
to recover from a man in Clare, or in 
Kerry, I think, a drainage charge. The 
man refused to pay, as is a habit in that 
part of the country ; and the Sheriff, in 
ortler to have some chance of recovering 
value for the debt, asked for jwlice pro- 
tection, which was refused ; and the 
Sheriff, to test the legality of the refusal, 
issued a writ of attachment against the 
Ins[>ector. The case hik? now Ikhju tried 
by the Court of Queen's Bench in Dub- 
lin, and this is the decision which the 
Court has arrived at — 

** The Queen 8 Bench gives unanimous judi;- 
ment in favour of gmiitnig attachmont ag:unst 
the County Insi^vtor, but under tho cin^um- 
btancos direct I'd it not to issue ; Ins^xx'tor to 
|>ay Shcriflf s ctxits of application. The CVurt 
dcclannl that for tlK* tin>t time in our history 
has aiiticiitatixl n.^istancc to the law been offerell 
as a reawn Uxt sus)KMi>ion of the law, and that 
tin* Court ciHild nv>i permit the Kxemitive to 
substitute their own will for tlie law.*' 

The curious part of the matter is this : 
that whereas the writ upon which this 
aotiou took place wa8 issueil by the 
Attoruev General, the Attoruev General 
for Ireland ap}K«ivd Wfore the Court to 
oppose the writ of attachmeut which was 
a^ked to ho is^ue^l against the County 
Ins|M^ctor. I think. Sir, Ireland is the 
oqIv coiintrv on the face of this eftith 
where such curious cirrunisiaQces could 
happen. In the letter I wrote to Tke 
Titmes I warned the right hon. Gentleman 
of the danger of dealing in a shilly- 
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shally manner with the people of Clare^^ 
What is the result ? I hold in my hand 
a report of a meeting summoned by the 
Lord Lieutenant of the County of Clare^ 
and attended by the magistrates, the 
result of which has been furnished to the 
right hon. Gentleman. The meeting 
pointed out that in October Michael 
Uogau's house was fired into, that a short 
time after the tails of his cattle were cut 
off, that soon after Mr. Thomas Crowe 
fired at and his coachman 



was 

seriously injureil, that then Miss Browne'& 
residence was entered by masked men^ 
who tired shots, causing her great 
terror ; then parties were fired at near 
Bodyke, and a carter was fired at ; and 
what was the crime he committed ? Be- 
cause he was carrying goods to the police 
engaged in protection duty. And so a 
resolution was passed by the meeting 
ap)>ealiug to the Government in the follow- 
ing terms : — 

** That we view with r^ret the recent return 
of lawlessness which has shown itself during the 
last few mouths in this county ; that we call 
on the Government to take such steps as may 
l)e need«l, either by the revival of the several 
lowers conferred on them by Parliament, or by 
future le^slation if ueccfsuy, to put down 
what is a disgrace to any civilised country." 

I can only say, in concluding this part of 
my s|>eech, that I would recommend mj 
right hon. Friend to take care that he ia 
very sure about his law before he per- 
mits announcements of this kind to be 
made again to County Inspectors, other- 
wise he will himself he open to a writ of 
attachment, and perhaps he may find 
himself for a time incarcerated in one of 
those retreats to which his colleague^ 
the Prime Minister, used to put hon. 
Meml>ers from Ireland below the Gang- 
wav. I look at these circumstances ia 
Clare a^ au interesting indication of the 
general line of policy we may expect in 
Ireland. The next indication was the 
Evioteil Tenants^ Commission, of which I 
wish to say a word. Now, 8ir, I am 
s|>eaking in the name of the Irish land* 
lonls when I sar that whra we heard that 
a Commission was issued to examine the 
whole question of evictions it gave ii» 
unlnmiuhxl satisfaction. It all depended 
' on the character of the Commission, and 
on the proctxiure of the C-ommission, If 
it was a fairlr-etwstituted Commission^ 
if it consented to take evidence in a fair 
and stmightforwaid manner, I say it 
would rcHX'ive the aKsolute approval and 



261 Majesty's Most 



{2 February, 1893} Gracious Speech. 262: 



support of the Irish landlords. Mj right 
hon. Friend the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, in a speech he made at New- 
castle, said that for the hundredth — ^f or the 
thousandth time — the Irish landlords had 
allowed themselves to be made a cat^s 
paw of an English Political Party, and 
had refused a settlement of this question 
bristling with difficulties. Well, Sir, 
were the Irish landlords right, or were 
they wrong, in refusing to lay their case 
before this Commission ? First of all, 
what is the meaning of the Commission ? 
It was a Commission to investigate the. 
question of the evicted tenants. What is 
an evicted tenant ? That appears to be 
a childish question. What we mean by 
an evicted tenant under the ordinary 
acceptation of the word, is a man turned 
out of his holding for non-payment of 
rent, but that definition is one that did not 
satisfy this Commission. The ordinary 
tenant in Ireland, who is evicted for non- 
payment of rent, is not a man who has 
much interest to hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
But the evicted tenants who were to be 
examined by this Commission were the 
tenants evicted under the Plan of Cam- 
paign, and, therefore, for an evicted 
tenant to excite the interest of this 
Commission, he should be able to prove 
that it was under the authority and at the 
dictation of the hon. Member for Mayo 
and the hon. Member for Cork that he 
found himself evicted on the roadside. 
The first thing was — who was to be the 
President of the Commission ? I suppose 
the object was to get a President in 
thorough harmony with the National 
League, under whose auspices these 
evictions took place. Now, Sir, we in 
Ireland know something about Mr. 
Justice Mathew. We had nothing to say 
against Mr. Justice Mathew as an English 
Judge ; I have no doubt that he exer- 
cised his functions in this country fairly 
and honestly. But he is a gentleman 
with very strong opinions, and if he is 
not a Land Leaguer himself — at least, I 
do not know that he is — but I know he 
is the very next thing to it. Mr. Justice 
Mathew was living in Ireland in the year 
1 887. At this time the Land League was 
proclaimed, and it was a criminal offence 
to belong to it. But I find in the Free- 
marCs Journal of August dlst, 1887 — ^I 
forget on which side the Freeman was at 
this time — a report of the proceedings at 
the usual fortnightly meeting of the 



National League held in Dublin on the- 
previous day by way of defying the 
Government. The hon. Member for 
Cork (Mr. William O'Brien) opened 
his speech by sayiug that the 
meeting was held under the ban of the 
law — ^a position which the hon. Member 
for Cork has always been foremost in 
taking up, but I suppose it is an honorable 
position from his point of view. But the 
remarkable thing about this meeting is- 
that Mr. Justice Mathew's son, and Mr.. 
Justice Mathew's son's tutor, joined the 
Land League. \CHes of " Oh !"] Yes, 
Sir, it is necessary that this should be 
mentioned. They left the house of the 
Judge, who was living at the time in 
Dublin, and joined the Land League in 
defiance of the law. Well, that did not 
exactly predispose us to look at Mr, 
Justice Mathew as a favourable Judge in 
a case of fair play with the Irish land- 
lords. However, he was chosen as the 
President of the Commission, and 
we read in the FreemaiCs Journal 
from day to day that Mr. Justice Mathew 
had teen over an hour or more in confer* 
ence with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Newcastle. Whether that 
was a course which was wise policy or 
not, it is not for m6 to say ; but I con- 
elude that at this conference it was 
arranged what the procedure should be 
when the Commission assembled, who- 
were to be examined, and how the 
examination was to be carried out. The 
Commission assembled, and I think the 
House will admit that the course they 
pursued at its opening was most remark- 
able. I should say it was important for 
the Commission to make a good start, to 
begin well at its initial meeting, in order 
to give confidence to the public of fair 
play. Well, we had the Judge's speech; 
it was a very eloquent and able speech 
for the President of the Commission — it 
was the most wonderful and remarkable 
speech ever delivered. Then the first 
witness was chosen. By whom was he 
chosen ? I maintain he was chosen by 
the hon. Member for Mayo or the hon. 
Member for Cork. The name of this 
witness — the first witness mind you — ^was 
John Roche. Now, John Roche is a man 
whose public career has been of an in- ' 
teresting and exciting character. Th^ 
first we know about John Roche was 
when he appeared before the Special 
Commission to inquire into the Parnellite 
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moYement, and he admitted that he 
attended meetings at Woodford — the 
notorious place in Galwaj where so many 
murders took place. There was a man 
there who was nicknamed ^' Balaclava/* 
for he was one of the soldiers who took 
part in the charge. He happened 
to be a bailiff, and he came under 
the bann of the Land Leagiie, 
and this John Roche made a 
speech in which hesaid, ^^ The landlords 
hare their Balaclava, but in a day or two 
we will have our Fontenoy." A day or 
two afterwards " Balaclava " was brutally 
murdered. This was the first start of 
Roche, as far as I know, of a public 
•character. The next thing we find of 
this John Roche is that he stole a deer ; 
he was fined and had to pay costs. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : 
Shakespeare. 

Colonel SAUNDERSON : After 
this John Roche was fined for trespass 
— I suppose in pursuit of game — for he 
appears to be a sporting character. 
Next, after this, he assaulted a police- 
man, to which he pleaded guilty, and got 
three weeks* imprisonment. And to 
show you how unchanged he was as a 
sporting character, on August 16, 1890, 
he was fined again for trespass in pursuit 
of game. Now, if this Commission had 
been established to inquire into the Game 
Laws, I should say that this Mr. John 
Roche might have given very good 
•evidence, but I cannot see how he could 
have been any use as a witness before a 
Commission supposed to be established 
to learn the truth in a great agrarian 
j^nbject. And this is the Commission 
whicb mv right hon. Friend the Member 
for Newcastle wonders the landlords for 
Ireland have not consented to accept and 
abide by its decision. Sir, there was a 
mistake in the name of the Commission. 
Instead of being called the "Evicted 
Tenants Commission,*^ it should have 
been calle<l " the Mcmliers for Mayo and 
Cork Relief Commission." Why was 
this Commission appointed ? Because 
these hon. Members had got themselves 
into a terrible fix, and something had to 
be done to relieue tl e:r, they being the 
ohief supporters of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, the Member for Midlothian. Talk 
of e victors ! The Irish landlords are 
oalled evictors. Will anv hon. Gentle- 
man below the Gangway point to an in- 
stance in the whole history of Ireland 

Colonel Saunderson 



where any landlord has made himself 
guilty of the thousands of evictions 
which lie at the doors of the hon« 
Members for Mavo and the hon. Member 
for Cork ? These tenants had to leave 
their farms, not because they could not 
pay the rent, or because they did not want 
to pay the rent, but because, as the hon. 
Member for Mayo said in his speech — 
they were told not to pay the rent. And 
why were they told not to pay the rent ? 
Because by being evicted, it would make 
it difficult for the Government to maintain 
law and order in Ireland. Moreover, 
they were to act the part of "call 
ducks" in a pond. Those miserable 
tenants were turned out of their houses 
on to the roadside, or placed in miserable 
huts, in order that their cries of distress 
might appeal to the Radical Party in 
England and get votes on that side. But 
now when the demand matle by these 
tenants for help and food find no echo in 
the depleted or empty chests of the Plan 
of Campaign, the Member for Mayo and 
the Member for Cork find themselves in 
a very difficult and tight position, and 
something had to l>e done, so instead of 
giving the evicted tenants money they 
gave them a Commission. The evicted 
tenants are now told that the men on whose 
advice they left the homes in which they 
and their forefathers had lived for years 
were now doing all they could to reinstate 
them again, but it is difficult for starving 
men to live on the Commission. I 
venture to sav that the cousre the Com- 
mission pursued amply justified the view 
we, the Irish landlords, took of it when we 
refused to have anything more to say to it. 
The next case in which the policy of the 
Government varied, and varied meet 
fatally, from the policy of the previous 
Government gone before was the case of 
the release of prisoners. I say nothing 
about the release of dynamiters, l)ecau8e I 
know nothing of the facts, for I have not 
read the evidence, and the men may be 
innocent or they may be guilty ; but it is 
astonishing that-, while the dynamiters 
were allowed to go free on ticket-of- 
leave, the Gweedore prisoners irho 
pleaded guilty were sent out scot-free 
without a ticket-of -leave. What riftht 
had the Government to turn adrift in 
Ireland the atrocious mffiaus who brulAllr 
murdered (and savagely) Inspector 
Martin ? No crime struck me with more 
horror than that murder. This officer 
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was, in the performance of his dutj, 
trying to effect the arrest of a priest, who, 
after telling his flock that he could not 
be arrested without bloodshed, led an 
excited crowd down to his chapel, and 
then slammed the door in the face of the 
officer. This ruffian, McFadden — [cries 
of " Oh ! " and " Withdraw ! "] I will 
amend what I said, and say this mur- 
derous ruffian, McFadden — [cries of 
« Oh ! »' " Order ! " and " Withdraw ! "] 

Mr. diamond (Monaghan, S.) : I 
say. Sir, the expression of the hon. Gentle- 
man is a ruffianly expression. 

Mr. speaker : The hon. Gentle- 
man has no right 'to make that interrup- 
tion. The hon. Gentleman is out of 
order in doing so. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : Is the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman entitled to 
describe as a murderer a gentleman who 
has never been convicted or even tried 
for murder ? 

Mr. speaker : It is not a question 
of Order. The expression is one resting 
on the responsibility of the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman, and on the question 
of Order I cannot interfere. [Cries of 
« Withdraw ! "] 

Colonel SAUNDERSON : I will 
not withdraw a single word. [Cries of 
*' Withdraw I " and repeated cries of 
« Divide ! "] I beg to say— [" Divide, 
divide ! "] 

Mr. speaker : Order ! order I 

Colonel SAUNDERSON : I beg to 
say I did not call him a murderer ; I 
called him a murderous ruffian. I ask, 
why were those men set at liberty with- 
out a ticket-of-leave ? [Loud cries of 
" Divide I "] 

Mr. speaker : I must ask that 
the hon. and gallant Member be not in- 
terrupted in that way. It is not in my 
power to interfere with the expressions 
which have been used by the hon. and 
gallant Member in regard to a person 
outside the House ; but I will say that 
those expressions are not, in my opinion, 
compatible with the orderly discussion of 
affairs in this House. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to move that 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman be no 
longer heard, and I would call your 
attention, Sir, to the expression that 
he used as a correction of his previous 
expression when he accused a respected 
priest of our Church of being a murderous 
ruffian. These are words the hon. 



Gentleman does not dare to repeat out- 
side this House. 

Mr. speaker : I cannot put the 
Motion ; it is not a proper Motion. It 
is not in my power to put a Motion of 
that kind. I am sorry that the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman should seem to un- 
necessarily irritate the feedings of any 
Member of this House ; and if he can in 
any way soften the expression which he 
used without impairing his argument or 
the charge he makes, I have no doubt 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman will eon- 
sent to do so. I hope he will now say 
something of a conciliatory kind which 
will allay the storm which has arisen. 

Colonel SAUNDERSON : I have 
no desire to excite hostility in the hon. 
Gentleman behind me, but I cannot help 
taking my own view of circumstances 
that occurred at that time. I think the 
House will see, at any rate, one reason 
why Irish loyalists objects to Home Rule. 
I beg to move that the Debate be now 
adjourned. 

•The first LORD of the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. W. E. Gladstone, Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) : I think we must all 
feel that, in the first place, we are indebted 
to you for the efforts you have made from 
the Chair ; and, in the second place, that it 
is highly desirable for the honour of the 
House of Commons that this scene should 
as soon as possible change its character. 
I appeal to those with whom upon Irish 
matters I usually act to exercise all the 
patience they can. It is not the first 
time, probably, that in this House they 
and others have been called upon to 
exercise it. But having presumed to say 
that, I think I cannot but make a most 
earnest appeal to the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman himself. Surely I will not 
say in calmer moments, because that 
might imply that the hon. and gallant 
Member is not now calm — but surely, ap- 
pealing to his judgment, he must fee* 
that the use of the expression " murderl 
ous ruffian ^* with regard to a gentleman 
against whom, in the first place, nothing 
in the slightest degree of the character 
imputed has been proved, and with 
respect to whom it is well-known that he 
is held in warm and peculiar respect by 
his own parishioners and by other large 
bodies of men in Ireland — I think he 
must feel that the application of such a 
phrase against a gentleman who is 
entitled on the claim of previous life and 
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oofiiliint. to Ik) tnmtnd with roHpoct, in a 
liuiMt. oxiittmo UHo of that liberty which I 
know lutloh^H to MoinhurM of thiH IIouhc, 
and to wiilnh I admit it Ih iinpoHHiblo for 
vou from tho Chair to afYix any abHohite 
Ilndt. Th(t lion, and (gallant (lontloman 
itaid litt had not rallod hiu) a muixloror. 
What dUtlnrt ion can ho drawn between 
oallinK Kathor MoKadden a munlereraiul 
oallln^' him a muiMonm^ ruffian ? I have 
\\\>\ uAod a Hinj^lo opithot about the pro- 
0iMMlln>; of tlio hon, and pdlant Gentle- 
man, I do not wi^h to express any 
opinitm upon \U but 1 do want to 
umko an t^irncst apptnil to him to al>ate, 
o\on if \\x^ NiowH it as» his* le^icitimato free- 
dom* s*oiuo\vhat of it in tho interest of 
iho iU^nilY and houtmr of the House* 

Mi;. A,\l, UALFOrR (Manchester, 
KmO } I ihiwk I mav join mvself with 
\w n^\\\ him« iu'uilenmu in nmkin^ an 
apiH^al thai this SiH^ne should tonuinate. 
1 slmll n\^ f\dlow him in his olv?orvations 
1^ lo «ho |xiv|^*iety i\f tho pttrticular 
l»ni:ui*^x* um\1 with r\^$;:Hr\l to Father 



one of the leading questions that is to 
occupy the attention of the House of 
Commons. Every other subject wa& 
very fully and ably dilated upon, but 
Home Rule was decidedly put into a 
back seat. And I do not wonder at that, 
because if these hon. Gentlemen ventured 
to describe what they mean by Home 
Rule — and I imagine every hon. Gentle- 
man of the Radical Party is in the same 
dilemma — they might find in a few days 
their views of Home Rule diametrically 
opposed to the views of the Home Rule 
Bill to be laid on the Table of the 
House. The eyes of hon. Mem- 
l>er8 opposite were ^filled with de- 
light at the prospect spread before them. 
After seven years of wandering in the 
desert of Opposition they at length saw 
the promiseil land was dotted over with 
fragments of the Newcastle Prognunme. 
But between them and the promised land 
tlows the dark, the deep, the turbulent 
and mnddv strvam of Irish aflairs, and 
the hanks of this stream were whitened 
Mv^KhvUUu \\\ wy Ihuk ami gallant • with the lH>nes of many politicians who 
VVu^ml ; but when ho ap^^^iK ainl 1 hatl gv^uo before. I need harvily say that 
thvak to was ri^iiht to ap}HHj^U to tho ' it is iHir objovt to so^ that the Glad* 
HvHixe to um^ ^v^iioiHV in th^\>o mat tors it stouian swtnmivr^ do n->: n?acfa the other 
i> t^» i^Ai wo vlunildjwv^WtthatUitijua^ sivio. I vtuturv to say that our position 
uo« \wx >;!\nvi:x Kit iu luy oi»:uvu fsir :s a far strv-Virvr ouo IvcrioaLlIy than it wa» 
>iivi'xvu *'^v> Ux'it vV5t>saf;N' hix^lovi bv -.u ISmv Whet- w^:rf misrd thi? eoantnr 



^vv. ^^*'s••^ vow litAk v^ ttH-^*,- *v;cr^ui*- 
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What we have said all along is the lesson 
which has been taught the British people 
by the elections which have taken place 
in Ireland. If the Roman Catholic priests 
in Ireland had chosen they could have 
powerfully added to the argument that 
ascendency would not take place in Ire- 
land after the granting of Home Rule. 
Had they abstained at the last elections 
from interference with the return of 
Members, then they might have said, 
** We have proved that we confine our 
efforts to those spiritual vocations which 
it is our duty to perform." But, on the 
contrary, in every election in Ireland, 
the foremost place was taken by the 
Roman Catholic priests ; and what has 
been the result ? Seventy-one Members 
of the House had been directly returned 
by the priests and under their influence. 
Who could doubt, who knew anything 
About Ireland, that had the priests ab- 
stained from interfering in the elections 
the party which follows the hon. Member 
for Waterford would have been at least 
three times as strong as it is at present ? 
It might be said that the Roman Catholic 
priests will take warning by the result of 
the Meath petition. Nothing of the 
kind. The Roman Catholic priests have 
made a grab at power in Ireland which 
they never intend to relax. When Mr. 
Parnell fell after the divorce trial the 
priests in Ireland never raised a voice 
Against him until the action of the right 
hon. Member for Midlothian was quickened 
by the action of the Nonconformists in 
this country ; and the moment the priests 
^aw that Mr. Parnell could no longer 
remain a great political power they 
.sought to seize the reins which 
fell from his crime-stained hand. 
Did they rail against the immorality of 
their former LeaSer ? On the contrary, 
after all that had taken place— after the 
scandal had been made public — Mr. 
Parnell was accepted by many of the 
priests, and he was especially accepted 
by the hon. Member for Louth (Mr. T. 
M. Healy) as his chosen leader and 
friend, as " the man at the wheel." But 
it was found by the Irish priests that it 
was impossible Mr. Parnell could go on 
and successfully lead his Party ; and so 
they turned round and opposed him, and 
have ever since held him up to universal 
hatred and obloquy. The priests, how- 
ever, have involuntarily taught a lesson 
.to the House of Commons and to the 



British people, which all our voices 
combined could never have taught. The 
priests have taught conclusively the 
lesson that they held a grip of the Irish 
people, and when the Government creates 
a Parliament and an Executive in 
Dublin they will create a Parliament and 
an Executive which will be the slaves 
of the Roman Catholic priesthood. I 
will take the hon. Member for Louth as 
an instance. It might have been thought 
that the lesson of the Meath Petition 
would have been that the priests would 
have thought twice before taking an 
active share again in political affairs. 
Not at all. Last Sunday the hon. 
Member for Louth, accompanied by 18 
priests, stood on a platform to praise the 
gentlemen whom he hoped to see re- 
turned, and to say very uncivil things about 
his former friends. I always read with 
interest the speeches of those gentlemen, 
because they are those of hon. Members 
who aspired to conduct the affairs of 
Ireland. They have known each other 
for many years, and when they give 
vent to their views as to their varied 
qualifications and disqualifications they 
ought to know something about the 
matter. The hon. Member for Louth, 
speaking about a gentleman who, I 
imagine, aspires to a distinguished posi- 
tion in the Irish House of Commons, 
said — 

** Jackasses of the Billy Redmond type, who 
hardly have as much sense as a hen, and who 
are about as fit to be trusted to arg^e the 
great constitutional cause of Ireland as a baby 
squalling in the arms of its nurse." 

These are the men who aspire to govern 
Ireland. These are the men who a few 
years ago stood side by side in a solid 
phalanx. Why, then, did the hon« 
Member for Louth describe his Col- 
league in those uncomplimentary terms ? 
The hon. Member must have known him 
all along. Personally, I express no 
opinion on the subject. I leave the hon. 
Member for Clare to settle it satisfac- 
torily with the hon. Member for Louth ; 
but those gentlemen pose before the 
country and the House of Commons as 
fit men to govern Ireland, and it is im- 
portant to hear one of the many leaders 
of one Party thus describe one of the 
several leaders of the other Party. 
What, then, is the Loyalist position at 
the present moment ? I maintain that 
the position of the Irish Loyalist Party 
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is a very satisfactory one. We are in a 
minority in the House; there is a majo- 
rity against us of 39, but, if I may use 
the expression in a Parliamentary sense, 
it is a very shady majority. It is a 
majority composed of atoms which at any 
moment may be driven apart; it is a 
majority which, even at a word from the 
other side of St. George's Channel, may 
altogether fade away. What is the 
Loyalist position in front of this majority? 
We are, according to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Midlothian, a 
miserable minority which might be 
treated with contempt. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: That is 
not my expression. 

Colonel SAUNDERSON: Although 
the words may not be absolutely correct, 
they convey the view the right hon. 
Gentleman meant when he said we could 
qe treated with indifference. We may 
be in the eyes of the right hon. Gentle- 
man a miserable minority when we are 
taken simply as a number of Irishmen 
standing up for the law and the Crown; 
but the right hon. Gentleman cannot 
look upon the Loyalists as a miserable 
minority when he remembers that on our 
side stand the majority of. the British 
people. As time goes on, and as the 
British people realise, as they must, that 
all the fears the Loyalists have expressed 
have been amply realised, and the results 
we prophesied in the past have become 
facts in the present, they will rally in the 
vast majority to the Loyalist side. The 
House has been told that this Home Rule 
Bill, which is to be placed on the Table, 
and which, I believe, many hon. Members 
opposite would like to place under the 
Table, is to contain a provision which 
will still keep Irish Members at West- 
minster. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that the wit of man could not devise a 
Bill which would satisfactorily satisfy 
those conditions. If, however, they are 
found in the Bill it will be a proof that 
wit has vanished, that it has followed 
politicai economy to Saturn. But I can 
not persuade myself of the fact that, 
viewing the condition of Ireland at the 
present moment, with all the contending 
factions who aspire to govern her kept 
from tearing each other to pieces by the 
police, it can be a satisfactory solution. 
Nobody of sane reason could conceive the 
idea of handing over Ireland to the 
supreme authority and domination of such 

Colonel Saunderson 



factions, for It can lead to nothing but 
hopeless social confusion and the de- 
struction of my native country. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare 
East) said, he had not proposed to go at 
any length into the speech of the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh, but 
he rose in order to reply specifically 
to some of the allegations which the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman to the 
constituency which he (Mr. Redmond) 
had the honour to represent. He might 
first say that the reference of the hon. 
and gallant Member to a speech of the 
hon. Member for Louth (Mr. T. M. 
Healy) was palpably an attempt to 
create an unpleasant scene amongst 
Irish Members in the House, and while 
he (Mr. Redmond) was perfectly pre- 
pared to defend himself, either from the 
hon. Member for Louth, or from anybody 
else who attacked him, he knew the 
place in which to defend himself, and so 
far as he was concerned, he would do 
everything in his power to induce Irish 
Members to settle in Ireland any difficul- 
ties they may have in Ireland, and not 
on the floor of the House of Commons. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman com- 
menced his attack on the Government by 
drawing an extremely ghastly picture of 
the state of « Clare. He (Mr. Redmond) 
thought that the completest proof that 
could be given of the satisfactory con- 
dition of Ireland on the whole at the 
present time was to be found in the fact 
that the hon. and gallant GrBntleman^ 
with all his desire to build up an accusa- 
tion of crime in Ireland, and to make out 
that the country is as black as possible^ 
was that he was only able to refer to the 
single county of Clare. If the condition 
of the country had been bad during the 
past six months, the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman would have referred to various 
parts of the country instead of confining^ 
himself to Clare, and that fact was the 
very best proof that could be advanced 
of the generally satisfactory state of 
Ireland during the past six months. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman had found 
fault with the County Inspector of Clare 
in refusing to allow the police forces of 
the Crown to accompany bailiffs at night 
to make seizures of tenants* cattle. He 
would point out what exactly did take 
place. Some seizure had to be made in- 
Clare for rent due which the people were 
not able to pay, and instead of going iu 



273 



Majesty*$ Most {2 February, 1893} Gracious Speech. 274 



the light of day and making the seizures, 
the bailiff preferred to go at the middle 
of the night, but the police inspector 
pointed out that a large armed force 
could not go on an expedition of a strictly 
warlike character in the middle of the 
night. He (Mr. Redmond) need not point 
out that an undertaking of that kind 
at night was much more dangerous to 
both parties than if it occurred in the day. 
As a matter of fact, it would be a danger- 
ous thing to attempt to seize the cattle 
of these people in the dead of night, and 
when seizures did take place at night- 
time it created a great sensation. He 
•had ventured to point out, upon represen- 
tations he had received from both parties 
in Ireland, that if these cattle had to be 
seized, and the Government were obliged 
to send out police to seize them, it had 
better be done in the light of day, and 
not alarm the people by midnight ex- 
peditions. He thought the right hon. 
Member for Newcastle acted in a way 
that would commend itself to everyone 
in that House when he directed that 
such seizures shoulil take place in the 
daytime. That was the plain and un- 
varnished explanation of the action of 
the Member for Newcastle in regard to 
the seizures in £aBt Clare ; and was it 
no ta great deal better to have these 
armed expeditions in daylight instead of 
in the darkness of the night ? The hon. 
and gallant Gentleman (Colonel Saunder- 
son) had referred to certain crimes which 
had taken place in East Clare, where some 
shooting cases had occurred. But the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman should have 
pointed out that these cases were of a 
character more or less innocent. When 
he said that, he meant to convey that 
nobody was seriously injured, and beyond 
the report of the firearms nothing really 
serious took place. If there had been 
some disturbance of the general peace in 
County Clare during the last six months 
there had also been in that county a very 
serious movement on the part of the 
landlords. There was a district in Clare 
called Bodyke where the landlord had 
suddenly asked the people to pay a 
rent he had not expected or called upon 
them to pay for several years gone by. 
He had hitherto given them a large re- 
duction on their judicial rents, but now 
the extraordinary demand was made that 
they should pay their rents in full. The 
people were not able to pay, their cattle 



were seized, large forces of police were 
sent against them, and whilst he did not 
suppose in that House eviction expedi- 
tions would be looked upon as a justifi- 
cation for excitement and violence on 
the part of the people, still it should be 
pointed out that if there had been violence 
on the part of the people there had also 
unquestionably been a great deal of pro- 
vocation given to them by the landlords. 
None of the cases to which the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman had referred had re- 
sulted in loss of life, whilst he believed 
they were all directly the result of the 
landlords proceeding against the people 
for rents which they could not pay,, 
and he only hoped the Member for 
Newcastle would see bis way in 
respect of this county to devise some 
mode of revising the judicial rents. The 
people would pay what it was possible 
for them to pay, but they could not pay 
the full judicial rents, and the Chief 
Secretary ought to consider whether the 
Government could not take some steps to 
revise the judicial rents which were fixed 
years ago, when the prices were much 
higher. If there were no such revision, 
and if the forces of the Crown were given 
at evictions of people for the non-payment 
of impossible rents, there would un- 
doubtedly be disturbances, not only in 
Clare, but in various other parts pf Ire- 
land as well. With regard to what the 
previous speaker had said as to the Go- 
vernment desiring to hand over the people 
of Ireland from one ascendency to another, 
he had to say he did not know particularly 
what the intention of the Government 
was ; but if they intended to hand over the 
Nationalists of Ireland to the ascendency 
of the Catholic clergy or any other as- 
cendency, he declared on behalf of his 
constituency that they would not allow 
the Government to do it, for they were 
quite resolv^ they would not live under 
the ascendency of any denomination in 
Ireland. When the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman spoke of the Members from 
Ireland being merely the representatives 
and the nominees of the Catholic hier- 
archy, he ought to remember that 70,000 
votes were cast in Ireland directly against 
the influence of the Roman Catholic 
clergy ; and although they only returned 
nine Members to Parliament, and these 
Members were Catholics, each of the 
nine Members was returned against tho 
influence of all the bishops and priests in 
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IreUiuL IJow could lU therefore) be said 
that the Meuilters from Irelaud wereuuder 
the a^coudeucy of the Church, or that iu 
giving :$elf-^Yernmeut to Irelaud thev 
were hauding over ttie people to the 
asoeudeuoy of the Church ? It was quite 
ab$uni for anyoue to mention the Meath 
Petition without drawing the obvious 
conclusion to 1h> drawn from that Petition^ 
which was that the people when they 
were interfennl with unduly by eccle- 
siastical intiucmH\ rcsente^l it, although 
thev were Roman Catholics, and ther 
went into the witness-l^x one after 
another to give prvH^f that when they got 
cotttnd over their own affairs they would 
not stand anv ninhie intluence fntm anv 
ecclesiastic^ whether Pmtestaut or 
Roman Catholic* As far as he was cou« 
ccrtusU Ih> di^l not car« how soon the 



responded to now, because the people in 
Clare had asked him several times what 
would be done for them, and he had 
promised to make tiiis appeal for them 
in the House. He earnestly hoped 
something would be done to protect 
these people from the landlords. They 
could not ' pay the judicial rents ; and if 
these rents were not revised in some 
districts of County Clare, they would 
have outrage and violence. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birming- 
ham, W.) : Mr. Speaker, before the 
Debate on the general question closes, I 
desire v^^y much to put one or two 
questions to Her Majesty's Government. 
I confess I looked forward with consider- 
able interest, and some curiosity, to the 
opening of the present Session. I 
think my right hon. Friend the Member 
CN idciKV in the Meath Petition was put , for Midlothian, with his great unrivalled 
u|Hn) the TabK\ Ux^au^^y it would show , experience, would agree with me that 
tluit tha Ri^nuin Catlunios of Ireland were the situation iti which we find ourselves 
not fvritnj^t-rtddcu, Imt were quite deter- • is altogether unprec^ented. In August, 
mimvl tbtTC slum Id be religious ami l^^« a combinatioa of sections put the 
ci\ tl lilvrty in IrelaxHl. Hailhe had notice present Government in Office, but at 
that an attack was to Im\x> boon made , that time it was notorious that these 



on his c\Mi<tiTuciKn% he couKi have rt^- i ;wctions heid diflerent opinions upon 



futol it in the nH>st distiiK't manner : btit 
as he had niM rwcix'xxl n*^u*v of it, he 
nmst content himself with ixMnting Oiit 
that tin* cr:nH>s cotumittvxl there were 
n\M \^{ a <^^r^yts clwiractor* and were the 
res;;*t of very gTv>tS4 |v\^Vivati\Hi |hii 
nix^r. the jxx^'ple by t>.o Ia:idUv\ls of tW 
csxtr.tv. It was a nwixrcr i^ extriHue 
ir,:txy-ta?KV to the )xv;ve that :i^>me steps 
<hv>uUl N* taken to ^wviect them frvMtt 
the exact Ixv*. v^f rvr.ts thev couwd livM 



ceftain matters of great importance. 
WclU Sir« WY knew then that they 
acre agre^ in putting the Grorem* 
went out, but w« did not know then 
whether they were agreed in support- 
ing the Gekvemment which was to 
cvHiie in» l^fcri rimc i i t was imaiediately 
prvkregYKxU aiKi certainly the GoT^emment 
have nt^ shown any exces^ve aaxiety to 
nfte«< their s;;i^vtcrs since, and, as we 
iMve had no vKx-^Unukw upon the general 
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V Mxi as atuoh as »r ^ \>«o : ^e un^U'^rabc. \ y Sir, I 
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>^x: t»\e cxtrxxft>e 
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<^':xv.> x:S,t \v >»v; :"»vk*x tSat^ a^ 
^v •-^^- y W'arx; a''*ax>^ ?*- oa\xt r ;>x' 
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ixv. tiuu we i«<qnue. Now, 
r,xu4 Kf v\ery ^cmy to have it 
s^x^^xxi^ Nv a axwac^t that I Meaa to 
.7.>.ra»t^ t>««t tl^e M^xs^aeriai Ftftr is 
;^>t a xt..7e^ IVrty. I think we have 
^^9'.lx tv^ Ivv-^i. at :^^ fafie^ %^ the gentleaien 
x>a i>^i Iv'vx*'^ tv» j«^ that they ai«, 
V?c*xk a A^rf^^ Jaat.y, ai^ I would add 
t^t t.>e ma\ .a w^ v^ii tke Members of 
;x^r INkTtx tkax^f -^ynwa d fWai^iveg in 
a « ^A*r?ecs «%< :;.ts H^-^^Ksie is ui itsetf a 
,s«rrx as^c^'^ t\>r tlt«>.r hanaaMMS co- 
\5R T -^ K-yv Rat, Sir, in otUer 
t ' .X >"^. i 9k«»ji tex>^ Keva btong^ t 
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about it is perfectly evident, from what I 
have already stated, that there must have 
beeu concessiou on one side or the other, 
perhaps upon both. We have some 
right, I think, to ask what arrangements 
have been made, which Party has con- 
ceded, and what they have conceded ? 
We are no longer entitled to take a pre- 
vious expression of opinion and policy of 
any section of the supporters of the 
Government, or even the opinions ex- 
pressed by leading Members of the Go- 
vernment before the Government was 
formed, as being at the present time the 
opinions of the Government as a whole. 
I imagine that the policy of the Govern- 
ment is something which may be called a 
resultant of forces ; or, perhaps, it would 
be still more accurate to say, and a 
better illustration to use, if I compared it 
to a composite photograph in which the 
faces of Lord Rosebery and the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and of the hon. 
Member for Waterford and the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, were all blended into 
one harmonious whole. Again, I ask, by 
what means have these results been 
secured ? Now, just take an illustration : 
Let us take, for instance, the question of 
the policy of the Government with regard 
to Egypt. When the Government was 
formed it was perfectly well-known that 
there was a diSereuce of opinion between 
gentlemen who now form a part of the 
Government as to the time at which the 
evacuation of that country should take 
place. We want to know how far these 
differences have been made up. I re- 
member saying, on the occasion of 
the Debate on the Address, that I 
hoped Lord Rosebery would be 
Foreign Secretary, and that if he were 
not we might wake up one morning to 
find that Egypt had been evacuated. 
Fortunately, Lonl Rosebery is Foreign 
Secretary, and we have no fear of any 
such catastrophe. But, Sir, I say that 
the explanations given by the Prime 
Minister on the first day of the Session 
with regard to this matter still lack some- 
thing of clearness and perspicuity ; and 
I think that the Government might very 
well supplement them by a little more 
information. The right hon. Gentleman 
expressed himself as quite unable to give 
any account of the origin of the troubles 
which have recently arisen in that coun- 
try, and he repudiated with considerable 
warmth the suggestion of the Leader of the 
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Opposition that they might have been 
due to some indiscreet observations made 
by himself and the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland before the present Government 
was formed. Well, Sir, I must say, for 
my part, that those observations of the 
two right hon. Gentlemen and the 
troubles in Egypt are, in my judgment, 
cause and effect. The Prime Minister 
said that a statement of that kind should 
not be made without detailed reference 
to the observations themselves. What 
was it, then, that the Prime Minister, be- 
fore he was Prime Minister, said upon 
the subjet4 of Egypt ? Speaking in 
Midlothian, he said — 

** I shall, indeed, rejoice if, before the day 
comes for the present Administration tog^veup 
the ghost, it be possible for Lord Salisbury to 
make an effort to relieve us from that burden- 
some and embarrassing occupation of Egypt, 
which, so long as it lasts, rely ujwn it, must be 
a cause of weakness and a source of embarrass- 
ment." 

The language used by the Chief Secre- 
tary was similar in character ; and I beg 
the House to bear in mind that, in deal- 
ing with language of this kind, spoken 
at such a time, and by such persons — by 
men who were even then confidently 
anticipating the call almost immediately 
to the counsels of the Queen — you have 
to look not only to the words, but to the 
interpretation which may naturally be 
placed upon them. I should be prepared 
to admit that the language which I 
have just quoted is open to several ex- 
planations ; but what was the explana- 
tion put upon it by French statesmen 
and by the French Press ? There was a 
universal expression of opinion that this 
indicated the intention of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and the desire of the right hon. 
Gentleman, that an immediate, or an early 
evacuation, should take place. Very well. 
Now, the right hon. Gentleman explained 
this statement of his as being an offer of 
support to Lord Salisbury to carry out 
the policy of the Wolff Con vention. The 
argument of the Prime Minister was 
this — 

" In 1887 Lord Salisbury thought it possible 
that we might be able to evacuate Egypt in 
1890, and, therefore, in 1892,"— 

ignoring altogether everything which has 
taken place in the interval. — 

" I say that I prefer to take the original esti- 
mate of Lonl Salisbury. ma<le five years ago, 
rather than rely ui>on my own judpment of the 
merits of the question at the present time." 
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Well, SIfi ihiit Ih a groat oompliment to 
Lord Siiliitluiry, Hut I Hny tlmt from the 
luiHWur of tho right lion. Gontloinau, 
which wiiH in tliu culture of a tu quwjuey 
tiio iiiftMxnioo that ho waH only supporting 
tho poUoy of LoihI Salinhury is entirely 
ern>noouH. In tho first phioo, my right 
hon. Frioiul gave an inailoquate aooonnt, 
unU^HH I am niuoli mistakon, of the WoliT 
t\)nvontion, Tho Wolt!* Convention was 
wjtH^twl X hut why ? lltM^auso it con- 
tuuuHl ohiusos for contingent re-entry, 
anU for the continuation of the occupa- 
tion under tn^rtain cinnimstance^. It is 
im)HU4siUe under xXwvgvo ciri'umstances to 
argue aUuit the WolH* Convention as 
though it wouUl have ntHVj^sarily IihI to 
t^vaeuatitu) in 18W, Hut the sin^ond 
answer is this : that shuH> 1889 we have 
had sutl^cient ex|H*rieniH> to ct>nvinct\ 1 
am tvrtain^ the majt^rity of men that the 
t>«^timate which L^ml Salisbury made 
then — like thet^timativ!^ which have Uhmi 
UMide hy JUT** v ions iU^vwnuHnits : hy the 



Those repeated declarations are no doubt 
pledges which cannot be ignored by any 
Government. The second governing 
consideration is that we have also said 
we will not leave Egypt till our work is 
accomplished ; and what I complain of 
with regard to the statements made by 
my right hon. Friend on Tuesday night is 
that while he laid the greatest stress on 
the first of these considerations he said 
nothing about the second. The work we 
have undertaken in Egypt is to make the 
country secure against foreign invasion 
and against domestic anarchy and dis- 
onler. That work has made great 
progress but nolMxly can say it has been 
fully accomplished. That work, in my 
opinion* is one of the mo8t creditable 
incidents in British historv — at all events* 
in recent times. I have seen something 
of it on the spot, and tho^e who know 
more alM>ut it than I do agree that m 
nH>re liamlfnl of Englishmen — some fov 
score of English officers and pertiapt< 



i^oxtsrnment of which 1 wa$ a MtHuUnr t ihrve score more of English officials — 
and als\k by a sul^s^H|mHit G%nt^mH>nt — ' have revolutionised the condition of the 
werv altvvgether t^H^ sanguine. Hut the j ctHintrr. Under the able guidance of 
«|iH*^lKxu is rxNiHy m^ what 1am\I Salislmry ^ 1joi\1 Cromer they hare made it s 
lalei^Ksl to diV alth^m^^h I think the tm so Knig as they remain thefe. 
tfiMoyitr ar^uncni ^^ the rt^ht hon. i in\~asiiHi frxnm outside* thev have 
l^eutlcuvnu >fcas ihH a very saiu>f3ioUMry 
\>t^ IhU the ^uecstKui is Wluit b the 
|«v>c^,H;kt Kiv^xxsmuH-^nt gv^init tv* dv» ? Wc 
w^Okl to kiK^w >fthe5htMr they stU", thiitk^ 
)ft.s tW>f wviv su|^K>^evl to th:tik at ih^f 
•raw \»Jf tb<* s|>*w4i to whvh 1 
IiA^^ rvtVrrwU tb^t uwiiHxl.;*te vy ifxvr. 

H^ "*^*>« Khju ^VvVt^i s^v4.^ v>Jf tlie 
"r^ttdv>i .^wf'i'X nfvvvxvxi f'^vtt thif 

-•u^ ft ;ik >•*« »Ar sri-?* v^* 
■^-_^ -p. ^ te .n. w^ K' V* *■*f«•'^- 
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11 friun the state of niin into 

wa5 raped ly fallings they have e$«al4a«fei 

e\)iud iustuv thrxHii^hiHit the kuBhL <^y 

ha\e se«Hkre«l the material pr%)i<pentj «c 

the eountnr bv sreat rttr.»lic works h: 

•rrtarattv^tt. they have dx:e a ff 

tvvr tre t^l»^.•a^:^^a ^>f tbe peopie, 

cae >«fcaae tiisie tber Lave ««3aalr<cii aail 

lr>*c<eo^ tb^f S'lrviea ^^ vaxat>>o. We*.. 

S'.** we are "i^^o'CiTiiesi It?* ":>^ lo Seiir::.»; 

wc«.*3t asT ecsi:irrr m-^i Ve 

ia^e b-eec wi:. :t :!•* '.k?5 : 
-jer-vs^sly :b'"yifc5cce%L Tier? 
*i.r;.^if<- a7r3--k ■?▼ :ie EVr^>;i««w * 

A3»i v*»'*i— '.-.^ *3ii •,!.« f w? i:»i 

'«vr*»j»c*« i"afcrks ?T "uie Kkti£i% 
^ j»&s I ^!r»i."*i. te> 'f Ti«?rf jnn* 
• la^ rji#>** -^rme- lit .« )«fea - 

l«^'f > a "wrr yi 
V vzk.t SMa aao. 4 

,?^ jf ai Jif imc- )e«L 
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which we may have some suspicion. 
What is the object of the Khedive in 
this matter ? It is undoubtedly to re- 
establish the uncontrolled power of the 
Turkish Pashas, whose misgovernment 
brought about Arabics rebellion. Be 
sure of this, if we allow the tyranny, 
the extortion, the comiption, and the 
injustice which prevailed before the time 
of Arabics rebellion once more to dis- 
place the reformed administration we 
have secured there will be once more 
anarchy and rebellion, and they will be 
followed once more by foreign interven- 
tion, when, perhaps, some other Power 
will do the work we have neglected. 
I say, that under these circumstances, it is 
unwise to raise the hopes either of the 
Khe<live or of the French by expressing 
opinions in favour of an immediate or a 
very early evacuation. It appears to 
me that we should say to them that, 
however great may have- been the re- 
luctance with which, in the first instance, 
we entered upon this responsibility, we 
should not, now we have put our hands 
to the plough, draw back until the re- 
forms we have established are perma- 
nently secured. I think my right hon. 
Friend has entirely misapprehended the 
<|uestion which has been addressed to 
him with regard to Uganda. We of the 
Unionist Party are of opinion that we 
already know enough about the situa- 
tion and circumstances of the country, 
and about our obligations to it, to come to 
an immediate decision. In our opinion 
the mission of Sir Gerald Portal is un- 
necessary, and, therefore, inexpedient. 
At the same time, as the Government 
hold a different opinion, I do not imagine 
any serious objection will be taken to the 
course they have pursued. What is Sir 
Grerald Portal's mission to effect ? Sir 
Gerald Portal, as everybo<ly who knows 
him will admit, is an extremely able, 
courageous, and intelligent man ; but 
there is no doubt that the task set him 
to do is an extremely difficult one. In 
Ug-anda at the present time there are at 
least four great parties, namely, the 
Mahonnmedan party, the Catholic party, 
l;he ^Protestant party, and the King's 
party. I suppose it will be Sir Gerald 
Portal *s duty to make himself acquainted 
Tvith the views and respective importance 
of thej§e four parties, and to endeavour 
to fiml some meiiui^ of conciliating their 
4litfereiit opinions. It will be also neces- 



sary for him to consider the possibility 
of an invasion or an attack on the country 
from outside. Some people have told us 
this is possible on the part of the Selucci 
on the one hand, and on the part of the 
Mahdi on the other. He will have to 
consider the boundaries of the new king- 
dom in the event of our retaining 
possession, for there are countries round 
it which are within our sphere of influence, 
and there is also a great country between 
Uganda and the coast. He will have to 
consider the financial prospects of the 
railway, if one should be made, and also 
under what circumstances administration 
of the country should be carried out, and 
at what cost. How long does the 
Government think he is going to take 
about ail this ? 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Till the end of the Session. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The hon. 
Member suggests he will take to the end 
of the Session. I am afraid the inference 
from that would be that the Government 
are not sincere in adopting this mission. 
However, this is not the inference I wish 
to draw. But I must point out that 
Captain Lugard was two years in the 
country, and that in the course of his 
residence in it he found cause to change 
his opinion very seriously. I notice 
that the hon. Member for Northampton 
(Mr. Labouchere) and others delight in 
quoting a Report intended to be for the 
private information of the Directors of 
the East Africa Company [^Cries of 
" Oh I "] It was no doubt intended for 
their private information, although they 
handed it to my right hon. Friend 
the Member for Derby (Sir W. Har- 
court) and other Members of the Govern- 
ment and Opposition. It was written 
by Captain Lugard as a private Memo- 
randum after three weeks' residence in 
that country. Although the hon. Member 
for Northampton constantly quotes that 
Report, he says nothing of the speeches 
and statements of Captain Lugard as the 
result of two years' experience. But if 
it be a fact, as I think it stands to 
reason it must be, that a very lengthened 
acquaintance with such a complicated 
situation as I have described is necessary 
in order to form a sound and satisfactory 
judgment, surely the Government will 
not tell us that they intend Sir 
Gerald Portal to confirm or upset 
Captain Lugard in the course of a week. 
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But even if Sir Gerald Portal were onlv 
to stay in Uganda for a fortnight, his 
Koport could not be in the hands of the 
Government till the month of August. 
On the 31st of March the evacuation by 
the Company must take place, unless 
some change is made by the Government. 
The question asked of my right hon. 
Friend was, what is to happen in the 
intorrognum, as I may call it, between 
the tnnu of the evacuation and the time 
when a Koport will be received and the 
Government can act upon it ? What 
wji8 the answer of my right hon. Friend ? 
It wiM again a tu (juoque, lie said, in 
effVot, " How curious it is that vou are 
so excited about knowing what is going 
to happen to Uganda during the period 
of a few montlis, when vou vourselves 
woiv going to Umivc it without protection 
for five youi*s while you were making the 
railwav." But whei*e on earth does mv 
right hon. Friend get the information 
that the late Government intended to 
leave Uganda witliout protection while 
thev were makiu«; u railwuv ? The idea 
is |H*rfectly pix»jK>storous. Lonl Salis- 
burv hiu< statoil that it was the intention 
^f the Govern me nt to ix»tain Uganda, and 
ask Parliament to make the railway if 
the survov showeil that there were no 
iusujH^rtkble ditfioulties in the way. Does 
not my right hon. Friend see that the 
greater ihui tains the less and that if that 
was tl»eir intention thev would of cours>e 
pre^^erve the |Hmoe during tlie time they 
were eng^iginl in the work ? My right 
hou. Friend went on to admit himself 
that the /w qm^iffte argument was a very 
|XH)r answer. 1 Kdieve it wiis enlirvly 
throusfh iuiulvertenoe, but he forjr\>t to 



sponsibilities as quickly as you can. 
That is a perfectly intelligible policy^ 
and one for which a great deal can be 
said. The other policy is that we cannot 
imperil our position as a great nation byre-* 
fusing to face any responsibilities which 
come to us in our character as a great 
nation. We say that we have under- 
taken responsibilities in Uganda, and 
ought to carry them out. I am sure 
of this, that none of you agree to the 
only middle course — I will not call it a 
policy — which would be to drift, and that 
is what the Government will be doing if 
they have not made the provision about 
which I am asking. Let me put a very 
probable case. Suppose Sir Gerald 
Portal reports in favour of the continuous 
occupation of Uganda. Suppose the 
Government, on the face of his Report, 
are inclineil to retain that occupation, 
but supj>ose also, in the meantime, they 
have allowed Sir Gerald Portal to be- 
lieve that they have made no provision 
for the peace of the country, and that in 
the course of the six or twelve months* 
interval there has been — what all w^h«> 
know the country seriously fear there 
will be — H massacre of Protestants by 
Catholics, or Catholics by Protestants,, 
in the first place, and a massacre of both 
by the Mohammedan population in the 
next place. You laughed at me when I 
said I was putting a friendly question ; 
but what would the position of your 
Ciovernment be if such an event occurred ? 
Their hands would be force*!. We have 
soon something of that sort before, and I 
say thoy wouKl be obliged tosenda^reat 
oxjHxlition at enormous cost to recover 
the (H)sition whioh they might have kept by 



give any other answer, [A<ii#«;A/cr,] I am : a vory small expenditmre. Therefore, I aak. 
jH>rfeetly serious. Although ho said he was . the Government to say whether Sir Gerald 



g^Mug lo give another answer he did not 
give it« Now« I will a^k that somelnKly on 
Whalf of the Goxernment should srive the 



Portal is instructed to remain with his 
forx'e in Upinda until such time as the 
Government can communicate to him 



I 
answer my right hon. Frio ml did not their dovMsion. If he is not to 



hin\>olf, I a:>k whether they have in- 
struct evl him to make the necessary pro- 
vision after he iroos for preserving the 
|>t^i» ttut;I tlie decision of the Govern- 
iiHHit is iiH^wn ? I hope I have nuule 
my qut*>t;on jvrfeotly clear, and I ^irill 



^ive« I am m.>t asking him questions in 

any uufrienvHy spirit, [J/injjt/rrw/ 

iitmitkirrS^ Well* lei us soe whether the 

qu^^stiiui I am asking would m^t l^^aske^l 

bv a frieml of the iiovemnieut, Tlicrx* 

are only twv> pidtcio?^ iu this oiaiter of 

V^raudiu There is the pi>2iey in- ov.ly add that I should like to 

dieate^l bv the h\UK MeiuK^r for vihethor h ts the lutentionof the 

Nonhauipt^w v^Mr, LaKuichere\ that y\Hi mout t\^ pbe^ on the Table tl»e in* 

li^Hikl aK^.>lateir r^^nitaie tlie i^rvatior. stnu-tioi^s ^:\xru K« Sir Geiaki Port&l ? 

of any oew nfti>|K>usib'.IitT in the cvutrv of If t^vx car.uos do s\\ I hope thai, mt all 

AffHiik •nd j^rt oat of yvMir prvc^c^t r*- ' :h<ry will !<?; as have that portion 
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of the instructions whicli concerns the 
conditions of things to which I have 
referred. I go on to consider two ques- 
tions of some domestic interest. In the 
first place, I desire to refer to two acts of 
administration — the release of the dyna- 
miters in England and the Gweedore 
prisoners in Ireland. I saj at once that 
under ordinary circumstances it would 
never have entered into mj head to 
criticise or question the action of the 
Executive in the exercise of the pre- 
rogative of clemency. I should assume 
that under ordinary circumstances that 
prerogative was exercised under the 
ordinary conditions and precedents, and 
after an exact and careful examination 
by the high officials concerned into the 
special merits of each particular case. 
Indeed, I should have been perfectly 
satisfied to rest the matter on the respon- 
sibility of the Ministers of the Crown. 
The only reason for the hard things 
which I myself have said about the 
conduct of the Government in respect of 
this matter is the belief I entertained 
previously to Tuesday last that these 
releases were part of a general policy. 
Eor that belief the man who is entirely 
responsible is the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. Let me call the attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman to his own 
language. Speaking on the 2nd of 
February, 1888, in the Leinster Hall — 
speaking, that is to say, in Ireland, and 
to Irishmen — the right hon. Gentleman 
«aid — 

"I want to ask a question. The French 
-amnestied the Gommanards, who were guilty 
•of the most atrocious crime against their 
country ; the Americans amnestied the Seces- 
sionist rebels, who were guilty of an atrocious 
crime against their Government. Are the only 
people in the world for whom there is to be no 
amnesty to be irishmen, whose only offence has 
been that they have used their talents for the 
benefit of their countrymen, and done their 
best to raise up the miserable, oppresserl, and 
•downtrodden people of this country ? Gentle- 
men, that is not so. In spite of what eminent 
men may say, that is no longer the mind or 
Intention of the people of Great Britain. We 
are here to night — Lord Ripon and I are here- 
to assure you that at least one great Party is 
anxious for an amnesty, for an act of oblivion on 
your side and ours both." 

Mr. J. MORLEY : Mr. Speaker, if 

-the right hon. Gentleman had done me 

the justice to read the whole of that 

passage he would have found it had no 

jreference whatever to the dynamiters. 



Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The ob- 
servation of the right hon. Gentleman 
has nothing to do with any statement I 
have hitherto made. I did not say this 
had anything to do with dynamiters. I 
will show directly what it has to do with. 
This was a speech made by the right 
hon. Gentleman in favour of an amnesty, 
and undoubtedly there is no reference in 
it to dynamiters in particular. But let 
me, in the first place, call attention to 
the impression those words appear to 
have created. Here is a speech by the 
hon. Member for Waterford (Mr. J. E. 
Redmond). He quoted the words I 
have read, and said — 

** I appeal to Mr. Morley in the spirit of his 
own words, and I think when he reads those 
words as spoken by me he will have something 
like a sense of shame and regret that he has 
been four months in office in Dublin Castle, arid 
has done nothing — not the smallest act — to 
carry out the particulars of the pledge which 
he then gave to the Irish people." 

The right hon. Gentleman says he did 
not refer to dynamiters. To whom did 
he refer ? [An hon. Member : The 
Irish nation.] Do they all want to be 
amnestied ? I must call the attention of 
the House to the words of this extract. 
The right hon. Gentleman is pleading 
for an amnesty, and he quotes prece- 
dents for the amnesty he is going to give. 
What are the precedents ? The Com- 
munards, who were guilty of the most 
atrocious crime against their country I 
Well, Sir, I do not entirely agree with 
his view of the situation. There were a 
good number of Communards who were 
not amnestied, but were shot with their 
backs to the wall in thousands when the 
troops entered Paris, and I suppose that 
those who were subsequently pardoned 
were not pardoned wholesale, but in con- 
sideration of the circumstances of each 
case. But it is a pardon given for an 
atrocious crime which the right hon. 
Gentleman suggests as a precedent for 
the action of his Government. I do not 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman 
wishes me to quote the extract again in 
its entirety. The right hon. Gentleman 
did mention the American Secessionists, 
and I thought it was in very bad taste to 
place them in close juxtaposition to the 
French Communards. The American 
Secessionists were mistaken men, but, at 
any rate, they fought bravely and honour- 
ably, and I have never heard that they 
advocated the assassination of their 
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political opponents. It is true there were 
some Americans who adopted that doctrine, 
and who murdered President Lincoln, 
but there was no amnesty for them. I 
do not care whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man says he referred or did not refer to 
dynamiters in that passage. Anybody 
would suppose he did, because uu- 
doubtedly their crimes were not worse 
than the crimes of many of the French 
Communards. Perhaps, however, he re- 
ferred to the Gweedore outrages. All I 
have quoted the passage for is to show 
that we had reason to believe when 
Egan and Callan and the Gweedore pri- 
soners were released that that was 
the beginning of a general policy 
which was to amount to a com- 
plete and total act of amnesty. I 
admit that I was entirely satisfied by 
the declaration made by the Prime 
Minister on Tuesday. I do not think it 
<vas possible to make a declaration more 
complete and definite on the subject — 
that is, as far as refers to the action of 
the Home Office, to which it will be ob- 
served the right hon. Gentleman exclu- 
sively referred. I am perfectly ready to 
take it on his assurance that the cases 
with which the Home Secretary has 
dealt have been considered on their 
merits, and not with regard to any 
general policy of amnesty. The ouly re- 
mark I would make is that both Mr. 
Egan and Mr. Callan have since their 
release been going through a course of 
triumphant processions. I am not sure 
whether Mr. Egan was not entertained 
at the National Liberal Club. But what 
I want to point out is that both these 
gentlemen, in the speeches which they 
have been making In England and in 
America, have been very careful to dis- 
claim any distinction whatever between 
their guilt and the guilt of those who are 
still in prison. Mr. Egan says, " If I 
am innocent so is Daly,** and he and Mr. 
Callan have openly associated themselves 
in the fullest sense with the principles 
and the policy of the proceedings of 
Daly and Gallagher. Perhaps, that 
shows that these two gentlemen did not 
deserve the mercv which was ex- 
tended to them. But the case of 
the Gweedore prisoners, and of the 
action of the Irish Office, stands, 
I think, upon a rather different footing. 
All I can say is that I await the reply 
of the Chief Secretary in regard to this. 

Mr, «/. Chamberlain 
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What he has to answer is this. He has 
to answer the question, first. Why, 
when the sentences upon these men 
were discriminated, was not clemency 
discriminated also ? There may be a 
good reason for it, but it would appear 
at first sight that, if there was a real 
difference in the heinousness of these 
offences, the concession of clemency 
might itself have been graduated. The 
second question which I think he should 
answer is. Why did he ignore the very 
extraordinary evidence given by the 
present Attorney General for Ireland, 
and by the hon. and learned Member 
for Louth, in the libel trial against the 
FreemavLS Journal ? Undoubtedly, 
both the Attorney General and the 
hon. and learned Member for Louth 
did express the opinion that, in securing 
the sentences ultimately inflicted, they 
had made an arrangement which was 
extremely to the advantage of their 
clients. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : I beg the right 
hon. Geutleman^s pardon. At no time 
did I make any such statement. I do 
not wish to interrupt, but this is what 
occurred. A man with regard to whom 
we were most anxious. Jack Gallagher, 
got off altogether with the connivance 
of the Crown. • 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I had 
no intention whatever of going into 
the details of the arrangement betweea 
the hon. and learned Gentleman and 
the Crown, but I think that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman's memory 
has failed him a little. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Not a bit. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, in 
regard to the breadth and the extent of 
the statements which he made upon the 
libel trial. I certainly find it difficult 
to interpret his observations as applying 
only to a single man, because here is 
what he is reported to have said — 

"When he" — that is, the bon. and learned 
Gentleman — ^* was speaking as a witness, as re* 
ganletl the rest of the prisoners, he told them, 
they would be getting off fairly well with thai. 
offer." 

Then, he goes on to say — 

" There were one or two men we were rerr 
anxious about ; a maa named Ferry got on 
against the evidence in>the poeseasion of Uie 
defence." 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: No Crown 

evidence. We were supf^ied with the 

Crown briefs. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I think 
the hon. and learned Member had better 
wait. It would appear from that it was 
in evidence of the defence. He said — 

"There were one or two men, one named 
Ferry, against whom the evidence was that he 
had practically danced on Martin's hea^l. If 
the Crown knew the defence that man would 
have been hanged." 

Then the hon. and learned Gentleman 
said they were also anxious about Jack 
Gallagher, who was in a very bad way 
from the point of view of the defendants* 
counsel, and he further said (and this is 
broader than what he said just now) — 

" They believe*! originally that some of these 
men" (not one man) ''would have been hanged, 
and, to use a popular phrase, they had got 
off in a coach." 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : As far as my 
recollection goes, Ferris or Ferry got off 
with six months, imprisonment, and 
served his time, and that Jack Gallagher 
was turned out of the dock on the spot. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The de- 
fendants made an arrangement which, 
in their opinion, saved the lives of some 
of them who would have been handed, 
including Ferry and Gallagher (who got 
off altogether), and as regards the others, 
they thought they had made a very good 
bargain. I am not quoting this against 
the hon. and learned Gentleman. I have 
no doubt he did do the best for his clients, 
but it is evident from what he said, and 
from what The Macdermott said, and the 
counsel acting on behalf of the defen- 
dants ; generally, that those defendants 
got off very easily, and that, if the 
Crown had known all there was to be 
known, they would not have got off so 
well. [An hon. Member : ^' These are not 
the same men." ] It is inconvenient to 
have these interruptions. I know that 
Ferry and Gallagher are not the men my 
right hon. Friend has let off, but Ferry 
and Gallagher were tried or indicted 
with the men who have been let off. It 
is all part of the same case. [" Oh, oh \ "] 
Yes ; two or three were indicted for 
murder, some were convicted of man- 
slaughter, some pleaded guilty, and 
some got off altogether. Those who 
pleaded guilty and who were sub- 
ciequently sentenced have, I believe, all 
been liberated. I think the Chief Sec- 
retary will have to explain how, when 
he came to consider the opinion of the 
counsel for the defence that these men got 



off very lightly, he reconciled it to himself 
to let them off altogether. The right 
hon. Gentleman the other day made a 
statement which, I must say, took me 
rather by surprise. I think his residence 
in Ireland must have given him a certain 
flavour racy of the soil. For what did 
he say ? He said that he had not con- 
sulted any of the legal officers of the 
Irish Government, and he had not, he 
has told us to-day, consulted the Judge 
who tried the case because he had made 
a report about one of the prisoners — Coll, 
I think — but he had consulted the Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain. I 
have often heard a proposal to establish 
a Criminal Court of Appeal, and if we 
have Home Rule we shall have to have 
separate Criminal Courts of Appeal in 
England, Scotland, and Ireland ; but it 
does appear to me an incongruous sugges- 
tion that in the meanwhile the Criminal 
Court of Appeal in Ireland should be the 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain. 
I should like to ask, however, what bear* 
ing the statement of the Prime Minister 
on Tuesday last has upon what I have 
been willing to assume as the homo- 
geneousness of the Government majority. 
I would quote the words of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister. He 
said — 

*' 1 1 has been charged upon us by some that the 
release of Egan was part of a policy of release 
— that is to say, a policy of release other than 
a policy of release which has been traditional 
in the Home Office, and which depends upon 
the careful examination of case by case, and 
upon the dealing with each case on its real 
merits." 

And then he goes on to say that even in 

August last — 

" I entirely disclaimed any such policy of re- 
lease, or any such intention to seek for political 
advantage through this medium, and I pledged 
those who were then in Opposition under no 
circumstances to follow a contrary plan to that 
which has been in operation at the Home Office 
in respect to the remission or mitigation of 
sentences on prisoners." 

That appears to me to be perfectly con- 
clusive-; but this I observe, that only a few 
days ago there was a torchlight procession 
in Dublin, and a great meeting to welcome 
the patriot Egan, and at that meeting a 
resolution was proposed demanding that 
all the " prisoners of war " who were 
now, I think the phrase was, " rotting in 
British dungeons,'^ should be immediately 
released. Speaking to that resolution 
the hon. Member for Waterford deqlaredy 
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in the name of the meeting and of the 
Irish people, that — 

" there ought not to be, and there should not be, 
peace, or ease, or comfort for any Government, 
Liberal or Conservative, in this country so long 
as there remains a single Irish political prisoner 
in the hands of England." 

He said — 

" We know some of thum who may have been 
guilty of some of those charges were entrapped 
by Government spies and agents, but, above 
all, we say that, whether innocent or guilty, we 
demand their release." 

I do not know whether the other branch 
of the Nationalist party — the Auti- 
Parnellites — will follow in this matter 
the lead of the hon. Member for Water- 
ford ; but, at all events, it does not 
promise very well, if, as appears 
likely, there is to be a very serious 
diminution in the majority of 39, which 
is already rather precarious. Now I 
come to the last point with which I am 
going to trouble the House. I want to 
ask a question in reference to the gene- 
ral Irish policy of the Government. In 
the QueenV Speech a Bill is announced 
to amend the provisions of the Govern- 
ment of Ireland, and up to the present 
time the secret of the last six years with 
reganl to the provisions of this Bill has 
been scrupulously kept, so that, with one 
exception, nobody outside the Govern- 
ment know^s anything even of the main 
provisions of that measure. I say with 
one exception, because we have learned 
from the newspapers that the confidence 
which has been denied the people of this 
country, which has been denied to friends 
and foes alike, in Kngland and in Scot- 
land, has been readilv tendered to the 
representatives of one section of the Irish 
Party, and we learn, what is more extra- 
onliuarv still, that the Members of that 
Partv, or the Committee who have the 
consideration of the Bill, or some of tbe 
clauses of the Bill, are satisfied with the 
measure. Now, Sir, I cannot help 
thinking that even English Home Rulers 
must reganl the satisfaction expresse<l 
bj those hon. Meml)ers as a little 
ominous. When we were debating the 
subject in August last, I proved to the 
House from quotations from the speeches 
of every one of the leading Mem Iters of 
the present Government, except the 
Home Secretarv, that thev were all 
agreed in demanding and insisting upon 
the supremacy of tbe Imperial Par- 

Mr. J. Chamberlam 



liament, which should be "com- 
plete, continuous, effective over all 
matters local and Imperial." I 
think I ought to complete the quota- 
tions. At that time I could not foresee, 
although I hoped, that my right hon. 
Friend would be in his present high 
office, and I think I ought now to com- 
plete the quotations by giving one from 
a speech of my right hon. Friend, the 
Home Secretary, not a speech but a letter 
he wrote to his constituents. In that 
letter he said — 

" It is one of the best definitions of the 
supremacy of Parliament I have ever seen— 
that what he demanded was a Parliament 
which should maintain intact and unim- 
paired the unquestioned and unquestionable 
supremacy of the Imperial Parliament over 
all persons and in all matters both local and 
Imperial." 

In the same Debate to which I have 
referred, and in which I made these 
quotations, the hon. Member for Water- 
ford declared that for his part, and 
speaking for himself and his friends, 
they would absolutely refuse to 
accept any arrangement which did not 
make the Irish Parliament supremo in 
regard to matters committed to its charge, 
and he challenged his colleagues from 
Ireland — those who belonged to the other 
section of the Irish Party — to say that 
they would take one fraction less. If it 
be necessary — I do not think it can be 
necessary — to trouble the House with 
quotations I can show that all the Leaders 
of that Party have both before and since 
accepted that as the minimum of their 
demands. Now, I asked in August, 
1 892, before the Government was formed, 
how the gentlemen who were going to 
form that Government proposed to bridge 
over this apparently irreconcilable diver- 
gency. The Government remained silent 
and would give no information at all. If 
the Irish Members are satisfied with the 
Bill that difficulty must have been bridged 
over. It must have been bridged over in 
one wav or another. Either the Irish 
Meml>ers must have given up their 
extreme demands or the Crovemment 
must have given up the principle which 
one and all— everv Leader on that Bench 
— luis declared to be an essential feature 
to a Home Rule Bill. Well, I ask 
whether the Government^ even at this 
stage, will be a little more communicative 
than thev have been hitherto. I know 
what I shall be told— or, at least, I know 
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what I have been told in advance — that 
ray curiosity is altogether inopportune. 
I shall be told that I ought to 
wait and see the Bill. (Cheers.) I 
thought so. Mr. Speaker, I declfft'e that 
on this point, at any rate, I am 
a better Gladstonian than the gentle- 
men who cheer me. Why, Sir, I 
am basing myself on the language of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid Lothian ; I am following his 
advice — his instructions. In 1882, when 
the question of Home Rule was before 
the House of Commons, what did the 
right hon. Gentleman say ? He said — 

*' I believe " — this is not a question of the 
merits of Home Rule, but as to the Parliamentary 
method of treatment—" I believe that when a 
demand is made from Ireland for bringing 
Irish affairs more specially or more largely 
under Irish control outside the walls of Parlia- 
ment the best way of meeting that demand in 
my opinion is this — to require that before any 
such plan can be dealt with or can be " — this is 
very strong — " examiined with the view of being 
dealt with on its merits we must ask those who 
propose it (and this is the question I have in- 
varibly put) what are the provisions which 
you propose to make for the supremacy 
of Parliament as the central authority ?" 

The question which the Prime Minister 
invariably puts on such occasions as 
these — the question which he invites his 
friends and supporters on similar occa- 
sions to put — I put to-night to the 
Government. I ask them to say — it is a 
simple thing, and if they liked they could 
answer the question with a " Yes " or 
** No " — whether they maintain the view 
of the supremacy of the Imperial Parlia- 
ment which was set forth in the language 
which I have quoted from the letter of 
the Home Secretary. I confess I do not 
want to anticipate in any way the dis- 
cussion on the Home Rule Bill. This is 
a general principle of policy ; when the 
Home Rule Bill is brought before us it 
will then be our duty to consider how far 
you have been able to carry out your 
intentions, but at present we only ask 
what is your object and intention. I 
must confess that to my mind the matter 
is one of such cardinal importance that 
I had thought of bringing it to the test 
of proposing an Amendment to the 
Address. [An hon. Member : " Out of 
Order."] Such an Amendment would 
not have been out of order, as an 
hon. Member says, who does not appear 
to be acquainted with the procedure 
of the House ; because an Amendment 



of a similar character which might 
be assumed to have some connection 
with a proposal in the Queen's Speech, 
was moved in 1881 by Mr. Pamell, 
and another Amendment was moved 
in the same way by another Irish Mem- 
ber. Therefore, there was a precedent 
for the course I proposed to take ; but 
you, Sir, were kind enough to give me 
your opinion that an extension of such a 
precedent as that would be attended with 
inconvenience in the future, and, of 
course, I bow most readily to your 
opinion. Therefore I do not ask the 
House to go to a Division. I con- 
tent myself with putting a simple ques- 
tion. Well, I believe to answer that 
question would to some extent shorten 
and simplify the Debate on the Home 
Rule Bill, and for those who think as the 
right hon. Gentleman does, that it is a 
point of crucial and cardinal importance, 
I say it is unfair to ask us to discuss it 
on the Bill when it must of necessity be 
mixed up with a thousand or more petty 
details, and when it will be almost im- 
possible to get a decision on the prin- 
ciple. The question which I ask the 
Government to answer is whether, in the 
words of the Home Secretary, they are 
prepared still to 

''maintain intact and unimpaired the un- 
questioned and unquestionable supremacy of 
the Imperial Parliament oyer all persons and all 
matters^ both local and Imperial," 

or whether in this matter also they are 
about to make another surrender to the 
forces of disloyalty and disorder. 

Mr. E. J. 0. MORTON (Devonport) 
said, that questions of Foreign and Im- 
perial policy were at the present moment 
of very little interest to the people of 
Great Britain and Ireland, and were 
simply introduced into the Debate to 
draw attention from those questions 
upon which the mind of the electorate 
ought at the present moment to be con- 
centrated. There was only one remark 
he desired to make with regard to the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman — to 
that portion of the speech which dealt 
with foreign policy. It was this — from 
the description which he gave of the per- 
sonal character of the Khedive, it seemed 
to him (Mr. Morton) that the Khedive 
was likely to be chosen or selected as 
one of the Liberal Unionist candidates 
for the city of Birmingham. No one 
would have suspected from the speech 
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of the right hon. Geutleman that 
oolj a few months had elapsed since 
he declared that Home Rule was as 
dead as Queen Anne. The vehemence 
which the right hon. Grentleman put into 
his speech, and the assiduity with which 
he sought to sow tares among the wheat 
alike proved that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was now convinced that Home Rule 
would take a deal of killing jet before it 
was quite as dead as Queen Anne. The 
tone which the right hon. Gentleman 
adopted, and which spread itself, as it 
were, throughout the whole of his speech, 
• and which also was to be noted among the 
speeches of Members of the Unionist 
party during the Debate, was that the 
Government majority was a majority 
composed of sections. The right hon. 
Gentleman had used the expression that 
some particular decision taken by Her 
Majesty^s Government was the resultant 
of a number of distinct and somewhat 
opposing forces; and he implied that the 
Cabinet itself was a Cabinet of sections 
more or less hostile to one another, and 
that he adduced as a reason why the 
Cabinet was not likely to last long. He 
(Mr. Morton) would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman had there never been Cabinets 
in the past which had been composed of 
sections more or less antagonistic, and 
yet had managed to last ? How alK>ut 
the Cabinet to which the right hon. 
Gentleman himself belonged ? Was that 
not a Cabinet composed of sections ? 
As he (Mr. Morton) had listened it had 
occurred to him that that Cabinet was 
composed of at least five different, and 
more or less antagonistic, sections. There 
was, first of all, the section composed of 
the right hon. Gentlemen and noble 
Lords, whose main motive in political 
life semed to be personal devotion 
to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Midlothian. The right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham did 
not belong to that section. Then there 
was the section of the Manchester 
school, to which he did not belong. 
Then there was the section of the Rip 
Van Winkles made up during the life- 
time of the Cabinet of which he was a 
member. He did not belong to 
that section. And then there was the 
section composed entirely of the right 
hon. Gentleman himself. They knew 
there was a party of the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, for his action 

Mr. E. J, C, Morton 



towards the foreign policy of the 
Cabinet of 1886, after the period of his 
leaving it, was not endorsed by the Duke 
of Devonshire or the Duke of Norfolk. 
The fact that he discussed that policy in 
that respect — the fact that he had 
denounced it — showed that he was in a 
minority of one in that Cabinet. He 
(the hon. Gentleman) would like to look 
at some of the arguments that had been 
adduced in the course of the Debate in 
regard to the most important question 
before them — the question of Ireland. 
He noticed that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Manchester, 
in the course of his speech, referred to 
the state of quietude that had prevailed 
in Ireland as a consequence of the policy 
of coercion which he had pursued for 
four years. [" No, no !"] Certainly 
it was said on his behalf that that 
policy 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR: I said 
nothing of the kind, Sir. I was not 
referring in any way to my administra- 
tion in Ireland. I was dealing only with 
the Queen's Speech. 

Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said perhaps 
he was under ^ a misapprehension, and, if 
so, he apologised to the right hon. 
Gentleman. But if the right hon. 
Gentleman had not used the argument 
that had been used before from that side 
of the House — that the quietude in 
Ireland, that the improvement in the 
condition of things in that country was 
due to the policy pursued during four 
years by the right hon. Member for 
East Manchester. If that were so, how, 
he askeil, were they to account for the 
extraordinary quiet that had prevailed 
for six years past among the Irish in 
America ? They had not been cowed by 
the Coercion Act. Yet no party in 
Ireland or in connection with it had been 
more quiet, or more remarkable for 
being quiet, than those in America. 
The Member for East Manchester and 
some of his supporters had referred with 
some degree of censure to the action 
taken by the priests of Ireland during 
the recent election, and had pointed to 
certain facts as proof of the danger 
which was to be expected under Home 
Rule. He (the Member for Devonport) 
claimed that he knew something of the 
priests of Ireland and their attitude 
towards their people, and although he 
^ had not a drop of Irish blood in his veins^ 
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and although he never was, and never 
intended to become, a Roman Catholic, 
he would like to say that he had watched 
the devotion of these men to the poor 
people entrusted to their charge, that he 
had seen acts of heroism performed by 
these men, and that he had watched the 
genuineness and earnestness of others 
with which they held their religion ; and 
he would prefer the superstition of 
the Irish Roman Catholic to the 
Agnostic orthodoxy of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Man- 
chester. Criticism had been passed in 
the House in relation to the action of the 
priests, especially in connection with the 
status and position of the late Mr. 
Parnell. It seemed to him that they 
were bound to consider the conduct of 
the Coercionist party throughout the 
country, as the right hon. Gentleman 
could not be relieved from some respon- 
sibility for acts of his followers in the 
country which had been a source of 
profit to him which he would not have 
enjoyed had they abstained from those 
acts. They had a right to consider these 
matters in connection with the policy of 
the other side ; and he said that in the 
history, the political history, of this 
country, no more disgraceful conduct had 
been witnessed than that which was 
meted out to Mr. Parnell by the Coercionist 
party. While he was a man who was 
believed to be leading a blameless life, 
they suborned perjury against him, they 
purchased forgery against him, tfnd they 
vilified him in the Press and on the 
platform. When they discovered he was 
a man of aristocratic vices they began to 
beslaver him with their admiration. 
Now, there had been reference made in 
the speeches to the amnesty extended 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Newcastle-upon-Tyne to those poor 
men who were known as the Gweedore 
prisoners. He desired to say a few 
words on those speeches and references. 
In the first place he desired to say, for 
the information of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and the hon. Members who had 
referred to him in this House, that he 
happened to be personally acquainted 
with Father McFadden, and he desired 
to say in reference to certain phrases 
used about him in that place, that he 
knew nothing — no words of his, perhaps 
—could be stroug enough to use in 
censure. Although he was not an Irish- 



man, and neither was he a Roman 
Catholic, he could scarcely name one 
whose warm personal friendship he was 
more proud of than Father McFadden's. 
He felt proud to be able to say 
he enjoyed Father McFadden's friend- 
ship. Gentlemen on those benches 
might not know what manner of man 
Father McFadden was, and what his 
life's work had been. When he went to 
Gweedore as a young priest in 1876, he 
found the people iu poverty, under 
tyranny, and actually degraded. The illicit 
still — illicit manufacture of spirits — pre- 
vailed to a larger extent iu that parish 
than in any other parish in Ireland* 
Petty litigation, that curse of Ireland, 
prevailed there to a larger extent, per- 
haps, than anywhere else in the country* 
The people were not only in poverty 
and suffering, they were degraded* 
Father McFadden came amongst them, 
and he was their lawyer, he was their 
doctor, he was their engineer of works, 
he was their agent to the landlords — he 
was all this as well as their priest. He 
found them slaves ; he made them men 
— that was. his crime. This was the 
protector against whom the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Man- 
chester determined to strike. He was 
arrested for a speech made for the 
purpose of showing those people the 
value of combination. He was sentenced 
to six months' imprisonment, and the 
moment he was released from jail a 
warrant was issued for his re-arrest. 
The moment chosen to execute the war- 
rant was at the door of his own church, 
after he had celebrated Mass, and at a 
time when he was necessarily surrounded 
by his congregation. Inspector Martin^ 
about whom he wished to say nothing — 
because, whatever his misdeeds were he 
had paid the utmost penalty — ^he was 
stationed at the door of the church,, 
waving his sword over his head, and in 
his attempt to make the arrest he was 
struck down. After that occurred one,of 
the worst iniquities contained in the 
annals of English Government. The 
district of Gweedore was dragooned* 
The poor people, many of whom could 
not speak English, were terrorised, and 
their houses searched. They had to 
secure a special order from the Govern- 
ment to enable them to walk along the 
Queen's highway. They fled to the 
caves in the mountains and to the islands. 
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He would quote for them the instance 
of Charles Diver. This was the kind 
of thing that took place. Diver was 
Arrested on Innismean Island. A policeman 
told him to keep down his head, and 
threatened him to knock him down if he 
•did not. He was handcuffed and marched 
^own to one of the small boats belonging 
to the gunboats, and the lieutenant in 
oharge protested that it was against the 
rules to have a prisoner in irons on the 
Iboat. The officer did not seem to reply, 
but directed the policemen in the boat to 
load their guns, and if anj man in the 
boat attempted to lift his head to blow 
his brains out. It turned out that the 
handcuffs were too small and were cutting 
the man*s flesh, and another pair was 
procured, but they were smaller than the 
others, and the effect was worse. The 
men in the boat were tied down like 
negroes. In this condition. Diver and 
his wretched companions were taken to 
Xietterkeuny jail, and then taken to Lon- 
<londerry jail, and in the jail, because he 
was not quite snug, a warder struck him 
down with a bunch of keys on the shoulder 
— as he said himself he thought the blow 
would have broken his heart. And there 
he lay until his release just in time to 
•die after ten days illness. When he con- 
sidered this case the marvel to him was 
that the Irish people had been so wonder- 
fully quiet as they had been. He had 
selected this opportunity for the purpose 
of bringing to the recollection of the 
House the circumstances prevailing in 
Ireland at the time these trials took place. 
The men who were arrested in connec- 
tion with the death of Inspector Martin 
were brought before a packed jury. He 
knew that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Manchester alluded to 
that jury as one " falsely alleged to have 
been packed." He (Mr. Morton) would 
briefly state the circumstances. Mary- 
borough, where the trials took place, was 
in Queen's County, one of the most 
Catholic counties in Ireland, and some of 
these poor Donegal prisoners were 
brought to Maryborough to be tried 
there. The jury panel was made up iu 
the usual way. The Crown exercised 
its right to iiulimited challenge, and 
ordered 42 men to stand aside before 
getting a jury of 12, and in the end, they 
got a jury every member of which was a 
Protestant, and every one of which was 
opposed to the Nationalist cause. He 
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called that a packed jury, and he said 
that the whole theory of trial by jury, as 
laid down anciently, was that a man 
should be tried by a jury of his peers, 
upon which theory it was that down to 
1870 a foreigner in England was entitled 
to have six out of twelve — six of his own 
countrymen, men of his own nationality, 
on any jury that tried him. What he 
wished to say in this case was that 
Father McFadden came out of the chapel 
— as one person put it ; he did not adopt 
the words, but he used them, *' after 
taking his God in his hands " — ^at a 
moment when he was invested by a 
peculiar sanctity in the eyes of his people. 
Now, how were 12 Protestants — how 
was it possible for them to be the peers 
of these poor people. In going further 
into the policy disclosed in the speeches 
of the right hon. Gentleman on the other 
side, it seemed to him that any coerciouist 
entering the battle had little reason to 
complain, because the right hon. Member 
for Newcastle had reversed one item of a 
policy which he was returned to prove to 
reverse as a whole. One of the observa- 
tions of the right hon. Member for Bir- 
mingham was that the Government 
majority was not large. The great Lord 
Palmerston in the last days of his life 
made a declaration as to how he had 
governed Ireland for five years with a 
majority of 15, and he (Mr. Morton) re- 
minded the right hon. Gentleman that the 
Government majority was large enough 
and united enough to improve, if not to 
destroy for ever every bulwark of the 
Conservative Party — even that which 
they most refer to in that House under 
the euphemistic name of " another place," 
and to secure very full and perfect re- 
cognition of the nationhood of the Irish 
people. 

Mr. a. S. T. GRIFFITH BOSCA- 
WEN (Kent, Tunbridge) said he had to 
claim the indulgence of the House, being 
a new Meml>er, whilst he directed attention 
to the question of the Suspensory Bill 
in relation to the position of the church 
iu Wales. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Midlothian had stated 
that no resolution was necessary such as 
was necessary in the case of Ireland. 
Speaking on the Irish Suspensory Bill in 
1868, he said there was no connectioii 
between the two. According to Hansard^ 
the words he used on the 7th May in 
that year were as follows: — 
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" I do not deny the inconvenience (».f ., the 
inconvenience of re-opening the whole question), 
and I say that the rational course for us, having 
advanced to the point we have now reached, is, 
as far as we can, to make goo I and fortify our 
ground, and we shall thus be giving practical 
shape to the design and proceedings on which 
we have entered." 

The right hon. Gentleman, therefore, said 
that there was a distinct connection, and 
that the object of the Suspensory Bill 
'was to fortify and make good what had 
been done before. Now he (Mr. Bos- 
cawen) submitted that the bringing for- 
ward of a Suspensory Bill in connection 
with the Welsh Church was without 
precedent, because the reasons which 
existed for disestablishing and disendow- 
ing the Church of Ireland did not exist 
in the case of the Church in Wales. 
What were the reasons for disestablish- 
ing the Irish Church ? The right hon. 
Gentleman gave three : the first, that the 
members of the Church did not constitute 
more than one-ninth of the population ; 
the second, that a sharp antagonism 
existed between the Church and Roman 
Catholics ; and the third, that the Irish 
Church was a body separate and distinct 
from the English Church. Speaking on 
the proposal of the late Sir Watkin 
Williams to disestablish the Church in 
Wales, the right hon. Gentleman in May, 
1870, declared that the case of the Welsh 
Church was certainly quite different from 
that of the Irish Church. He said that 
at the lowest computation the number of 
its members constituted one-fourth of the 
population of Wales, as against the Irish 
Church's one-ninth of the Irish popula- 
tion. He pointed out that the sharp an- 
tagonism which existed between the 
Irish Church and Homan Catholics 
had no parallel in the relations between 
the Church and Nonconformists in Wales, 
and finally he asserted that there was 
really no Church in Wales — the Welsh 
sees were simply four sees held by the 
suffragans of the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, and formed a portion of that province 
as much as any four English sees. What 
had occurred since that time to induce 
the right hon. Gentleman to alter his 
opinion ? If in 1870 the Church of 
Wales was part of the Church of Eng- 
land, was it not still a portion of that 
Establishment ? He especially appealed 
to English Churchmen to beware of this 
Suspensory Bill, and to look upon it as 
the first step towards the piecemeal 



disestablishment and disendowment 
of their own Church. Next, as to the 
antagonism which had no existence as 
between Welsh Churchmen and Non- 
conformists in 1870, did it now prevail 
any more than before ? His answer was 
in the negative ; it had no existence ex- 
cept in those parishes where Party 
politics bad unfortunately been mixed up 
with religious matters. Mr. Gladstone 
resisted Sir Watkin Williams' attack on 
that Church in Wales on the groi^nd that 
that Church numbered among its members, 
one-fourth of the population of the Prin- 
cipality. How much more ought he now 
to resist such a proposal, seeing that 
since then that Church had improved 
in power and influence ? Now it em- 
braced two-fifths of the population, and 
it was, in fact, the strongest religious 
body in Wales. They had that remark- 
able improvement manifested by the 
Church, borne testimony to by the right 
hon. Gentleman himself, for he called it 
a rising Church, a living Church, a grow- 
ing Church, a Church progressing from 
elevation to elevation. And while that 
improvement was going on they had a 
corresponding decline in the numbers,, 
character, and influence of the Welsh 
Nonconformist Bodies. He knew that 
that was often denied, but facts proved 
its accuracy, and on the 20th October 
last Mr. J. R. Davies, who took the chair 
at the annual meeting of the Welsh Non- 
conformist Union, said — 

'' The one great central idea of all sects at the 
present moment is the disestablishment and 
disendowment of the Church— a purely political 
aspiration. It is a low aim for any part of the 
Church of the living God, and the fact that we 
are so absorbed in so temporal an object is the 
explanation of our spiritual poverty." 

Was this the time, when the Church was- 
growing and Nonconformity vanishing,, 
for the Government to bring forward a 
Bill which would render the property of 
the Church insecure and deal a heavy 
blow at the efficiency of that Church in 
the future ? The right hon. Gentleman 
said that this Act would quicken the 
vitality of the Church I He (Mr. Bos- 
cawen) failed to see how an Act which 
made its property insecure and the ulti- 
mate aim of which was the disendowment 
of the Church, which would, in fact, take 
from it the means of doing good, could 
possibly quicken its activity. How had 
that wonderful improvement in the 
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Church of Wales been brought about ? 
To what could the improvement in the 
character of the clergy of the Welsh 
Establishment be attributed ? It was 
the result of the fact that Church patron- 
age was no longer used for political pur- 
poses as it was 150 years ago. If in a 
poor country like Wales they rendered 
the property of the Church insecure, 
they would prevent the best men from 
going into the Church, and instead of 
quickening its activity they would 
deaden its utility for good work. The 
ultimate object of this Bill was complete 
disendowment, which to his mind was 
nothing less than confiscating the pro- 
perty of the Church of England and 
Wales. The voluntary system might 
work very well in some places, but Wales 
was a very poor country, and if they de- 
prived the Church of its property there 
it would be impossible to maintain a 
church at all in a great many parishes ; 
a resident clergyman could not then be 
maintained, and the work of the Church 
would be entirely withdrawn from many 
parishes. It was a fact that out of 280 
parishes in the diocese of St. Asaph in 
no less than 90 there was no resident 
Nonconformist minister ; and if, in con- 
sequence of the passing of this Bill, 
the Church should cease to exist in those 
parishes and the resident clergyman be 
withdrawn, they would have driven 
away the only power for religious good 
which existed there. The Bill, then, he 
submitted, was uncalled for, and must do 
positive harm. He appealed to the right 
hon. Gentleman in this his fourth Ad- 
ministration not to deal a deadly blow at 
this part of the National Church of 
which for so many years he was a most 
distinguished and eloquent champion. 
Having lived the greater part of his life 
— ^and, like the Mover of the Address, 
he could not speak of a very long life — 
in Wales, he had dealt with a subject 
which he was particularly interested in ; 
but before he resumed his seat, he would 
like to say a word or two on another 
question dealt with in the Queen^s 
Speech. Sitting for an English con- 
«itituency and for a division of a 
county — Kent — which had returned no 
fewer than 19 Members pledged to sup- 
port the Union, he wished to draw atten- 
tion to the fact that the Home Counties, 
by an almost unanimous vote, had pro- 
iiounceii against the Home Rule policy 
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of Her Majesty^s present advisers. No 
doubt in most questions it was right the 
Unionists should not analyse the compo- 
sition of the majority ; but in the matter 
of Home Rule they were perfectly justi- 
fied in doing it, because the Union was 
distinctly in the nature of a Treaty, aad 
until both sides — ^England and Ireland — 
had pronounced in favour of the repeal of 
the Union, this House had no moral 
right whatever to deal with it. Now, 
Great Britain had distinctly spoken 
against the repeal of the Union, both in 
1886 and again last year. The right 
hon. Gentleman told them that the re- 
peal would not mean separation and 
would not mean the weakening 
of the Empire, and he instance<l 
the case of Austria as an ex- 
fsmple of the success of the policy 
which he was advocating. But 
there was a day when the right hon. 
Gentleman was not so enamoured of 
Austria as he now seemed to be ; for in 
the course of his second Administration, 
when he had to give a certain explana- 
tion to the Emperor of that country, he 
used language which was not compli- 
mentary, for he said that it was impossible 
to lay one's hand on any place on the 
map of Europe and say that there 
Austria had done good. But thanks no 
doubt to his conversion to Home Rule 
the true merits of Austria were now 
apparent, and we were asked to imitate 
that in the matter of Home Rule. It 
was a fact that Home Rule had not 
brought about disastrous circumstances in 
Austria, but the reason was simple : It 
was that the enormous power of the 
Crown held together the various portions 
of the dual Monarchy. But if Home Rule 
were granted to Ireland there would l>e 
no protection of that sort; there would be 
nothing but the veto of the Crown, which, 
as they knew, was only exercised on the 
advice of Ministers, and which, if the hou. 
Member for Waterford had his way, 
would be exercised only on the advice of 
Irish Ministers. He therefore eutereil 
his protest against the Home Rule policy 
of the Government ; he protested against 
the comparison with Austria, and he 
suggested that they should look to what 
had occurred in Italy and in Germany, 
where the result of repealing Home Rule 
and carrying through enormous Acts of 
Union had been tLe establishment of 
great independent unified Empires. 
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Mr. J. A. RENTOUL (Down, E.) 
said, -he regarded the first paragraph in 
the Queen^s Speech as the most important 
of all, for it dealt with the agriculture of 
the country in these words : — 

" I have obflerved with concern a wide preva- 
lence of agricultural distress in many parts of the 
country. It is to be hoped that, among the 
causes of the present depression, some may be 
temporary in their nature. But I do not doubt 
that you will take this grave matter into your 
consideration, and make it a subject of careful 
inquiry." 

This was a matter of very grave concern 
to the whole country, and it affected Ire- 
land to a far greater extent than it did 
England. English Members well knew 
what necessity there was to turn their 
careful attention to agricultural questions; 
and when one reflected that while iu 
England only from 11 to 14 per cent, of 
the population was engaged in agricul- 
tural pursuits, either as farmers or 
labourers, 60 per cent, of the Irish popu- 
lation was concerned in the industry, they 
would realise how vastly important to 
Members representing Irish agricultural 
constituencies was this question. They 
all earnestly echoed the hope that the 
Government would take this question into 
careful consideration, and he could assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that the Irish 
Unionist Members, so far from hampering 
or opposing them iu their ^efforts to 
grapple with this grave subject, would 
offer most cordial and hearty co-operation 
iu every feasible proposal. The hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Address 
evidently felt that the first para- 
graph of the Queeu^s Speech was not 
definite enough, because he discussed 
the action which he thought should be 
taken by the Government, and he 
indicated, as a Member for an agricultural 
constituency, that in his opinion the 
Queen^s Speech required supplementing. 
Hundreds and thousands of farmers in 
this country had come to utter ruin and 
destitution. He was acquainted with 
the case of an Essex farmer who, 11 
years ago, held the position of a county 
gentleman, and kept his own carriage. 
He depended entirely upon farming, and 
only three weeks ago was an applicant 
for an appointment as a tram driver or 
conductor. The man^s case was fully 
inquired into ; his conduct had been 
•excellent ; he had been sober and hard- 
working, yet the low prices obtainable 

'-for -agrtciritnral produce had led to hi^ 
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complete ruin. If this was so grave a 
question in England, was it not still 
more grave in Ireland ? The Unionists 
of Ireland believed that agricultural 
questions were almost entirely at the root 
of the discontent in that country. If 
men were not prosperous they turned a 
willing ear to all proposals for change on 
the ground that their condition could not 
be worse, while it might possibly improve. 
In his own profession — the Bar — they 
had a greater number of unemployed than 
any other profession, and, as in other 
cases, these unemployed were ready to 
clutch at any straw. Not so many years 
ago, they eagerly grasped at a proposal 
to amalgamate the two branches of the 
legal profession, simply because they had 
nothing else to clutch at. If that was 
the conduct of a body of educated men 
who had opportunities for forming calm 
judgments and proper opinions, how 
much more ready must be the poor 
farmers of Ireland to fall in with any 
scheme put before them by other people. 
Joseph Hume once said that England 
would be infinitely richer and more 
prosperous if she did not produce a single 
blade of grass or a single ear of com. 
Of course, he said that from a political 
economist's point of view. No doubt 
she would be richer if her population 
devoted itself entirely to manufactures 
and commerce. But if agriculture was 
to be given up, the poor farmer should 
have some opportunity afforded him of 
retiring from the business. There were 
some among them who thought that the 
giving up of agriculture would be the 
first great step towards the downfall of 
England. They were told that the town 
populations were recruited by the best 
material from the agricultural districtF, 
and that the sons of farmers succeeded 
in towns better than the sons of com- 
mercial and professional men. No doult 
a young man from the country, though 
he might be rough and less polished, was 
in no degree inferior in mental powers to 
the town young man. Therefore, nothing 
could be of greater importance to the 
country than that agriculture should be 
well sustained, and he hailed with the 
greatest pleasure the promise held forth 
in the Queen's Speech. He would be 
extremely delighted if the Government 
would give that question precedence over 
all others. But it would be unreasonable 
and impoMihle, ooucidering the events of 
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the past few years, to expect them to 
place Home Rule second ; although he 
did hope that when their strength had 
been tested on that question, and when 
possibly it had been shelved, thej would 
give agriculture the preference over all 
other measures. The next paragraph in 
the Queen^s Speech ran : — 

" The Proclamations recently in force, which 
placed Ireland under exceptional provisions of 
law, have been revoked, and I have the satis- 
faction of informing you that the condition of 
that country with respect to agrarian crime 
continues to improve." 

He wondered if any Member of the 
Government considered that the state of 
agrarian crime had continued to im- 
prove by reason of the revocation of 
the proclamations previously in force. 
Speaking as one who had visiteil every 
county in Ireland during the last 12 
months, he attributed it to the fact that 
a largo proportion of the people were 
unable — or said they were unable — to 
read ; and depending as they did for their 
education on matters governmental upon 
what they heard on Sunday, it took a 
considerable time before they became 
aware of the full extent of their 
privileges. When the Ballot was adopted, 
it took a long time to convince them 
that by it their vote was secret ; and in 
the same way, in regard to the making 
Aiul withdrawing the Proclamations, 
iho people had been very slow in 
uudoi^tuudiug the meaning and 
xilmt it was legal for them to do. 
Vt^<(> Irish people hivd been kept quite to 
i$^ csxi\<«i\!orable extent by the gifts of the 
V •/<(*( Sooretary. But the right hon. 
V^viAU'umn could not continue to keep up 
\fiif ^iH'ts^ Ho could not continue to re- 
tuuru/ |»rUouoi8 for ever. When the 
l»n.-u>ijt,Ts were all released there would 
'>v 'i\> Mioiv prisoners to be released, and 
I (K i« i«>ic the right hon. Gentleman would 
>u>i :>o .il>lc to continue in the future the 
lu>^>uuu uvourite he had been in the few 
p.i.i utoiahs. With regard to the 
u4^.wuto of Home Kule, to which the 
1 «• > ^ « . itiiu iU owed its existence, they were 
t-.a 11 itio liVHcious Speech from the 
Itiionv luut that measure would aiford 
, •..<.ttiuuai lo the Irish people "'"^ 
>, .. 1 iv> riuUameut, and ad< 
i> toi ilio strength and u 
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that there was a large minority in 
Ireland opposed to Home Rul^ He 
knew that until recently that that 
minority were the warmest supporters 
he had in the United Kingdom, for 
unquestionably the Liberals, and es- 
pecially the Presbyterians of Ulster^ 
were the most wildly enthusiastic 
followers of the Prime Minister that 
existeil anywhere. In fact they were 
nearly giving way to a sort of idolatry in 
their worship of the Prime Minister. 
The right hon. Gentleman now knew 
perfectly well that there were no 
people in the United Kingilom so 
desperately strong against Home Rule 
as the Presbyterian Unionists of Ireland, 
and that being so, when he spoke 
of conferring contentment on the 
Irish people, he must know that he 
would certainly not confer content- 
ment on the Unionist minority of the 
Irish people. The Prime Minister might 
dispute with him as to the number of 
Unionists in Ireland. He would be in- 
clineil to say that the Unionists 
numberoii two millions out of the four- 
and-a-half millions of the population of 
Ireland, but if the Prime Minister con- 
sidered that too largo an order, he would 
be content if the right hon. Gentleman 
gave him a million Unionists in Ireland 
on whom Home Rule would confer na 
satisfaction whatever. A million was 
one-fourth of the population of Ireland, 
but for the purposes of his argument he 
would take the Irish Unionists as num- 
bering a fifth of the population. 

Mu. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.) : They 
are more than that. 

Mu. RENTOUL said he took the fifth 
merely for the purposes of his argument. 
Then the four-fifths of the people of 
Ireland who wanted Home Rule was only 
about a tenth of the entire population of 
the United Kingdom. The whole 
population of Ireland was only one- 
eighth of the population of the 
United Kingdom. Why, then, should 
this Parliament be broken up in onler to 
confer a benefit on one-eighth of the 
population ; and if no account was to be 
taken of the one-fifth inlroland who were 
''""•^eratelv opposeil to Home Rule, and 
-eighth of the population of the 
Kingdom wore powerful enough 
t the concession of Home Rule, 
^ the four-fifths of the popu- 
xlaud rule the fifth in Ireland 
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agaiuHt their will under Home Rule ? 
That was a difficulty which the Prime 
Minister should reckon with. He could 
a8Hure the right hon. Gentleman that 
speaking as an Irishman he was sorry 
there was any difference of opinion 
between the representatives of Ireland at 
all on this great question. He was sorry 
all Irishmen were not able to see eve to 

•r 

eye in this matter. He was sorry all the 
Irish representatives did not prefer to be 
members of this Parliament, ruling the 
greatest Empire under the sun, rather than 
be members of a big vestry board in 
Dublin. The London County Council, 
of which he had been a member, was in- 
finitely more powerful than any statu- 
tory Parliament in Ireland could ever be; 
it governed one or two millions of people 
more than the population of Ireland, and 
it dealt with ten times more money than 
the Irish Parliament would ever have to 
deal with. But when a man became a 
member of the London County C\)uncil 
his ambition was not satisfied. He 
wanted to enter Parliament, and many 
members of the Council had l)een success- 
ful in that ambition. However, the 
Nationalists wanted a Parliament in 
Dublin, and whilst he expressed his 
sorrow that they should desire such a 
Parliament, he hoped it would give them 
unqualified satisfaction when they got it, 
for he was one of those men who liked to 
see other people happy though he might 
feel unhappy himself. The Gracious 
Speech from the Throne expressed the 
hope that this measure would grant 
relief to Parliament. But if the Irish 
Members were to be retained at West- 
minster he did not see where the relief 
would come in. He believed the Irish 
Members would make fresh demands ; 
would want their statutory powers in 
Dublin increased with the result that the 
work of the Imperial Parliament would 
be immensely increased. What won hi 
happen in Dublin he did not know. He 
had no aspiration to be a member of the 
Irish Parliament, and he would nevei; be 
a member of it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON : Hear, hear ! 
None of us will l)e members of it. 

Mr. RENTOUL : As my hon. Friend 
8ays, none of us will be members of it. 
We will leave the Dublin Parliament to 
its own happy devices. Before he sat 
down be would like to say a few words 
on the Evicted Tenants Commission. 

VOL. CCCLXIV. 



Lord Clanricarde was supposed to have 
acted very badly and very rudely in 
addressing that Commission in a letter as 
"The Plan of Campaign Commission." 
But the Prime Minister speaking last 
year referred to "The Pigott Com- 
mission." Now that Commission has 
never been called by such a name in any 
official document, and yet the Prime 
Minister facetiously referred to it as 
" The Pigott Commission." 

•Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : I do not 
think I ever did so. 

Mr. RENTOUL said he could assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that he did. He 
did not know whether the words were re- 
ported, but he heard him use them over and 
over again in this House. What he wanted 
to point out, therefore, was that Lord 
Clanricarde had not committed any great 
offence in referring to this Commission as 
" The Plan of Campaign Commission." 
That Commission, headed by an English 
Judge, was appointed to elicit the truth 
with regard to the evicted tenants, and 
he had hailed it with delight. He was 
not himself an Irish landlord. He was 
afraid he was not a popular pet with the 
Irish landlords. He was afraid that if 
his seat was in the giving of the Irish 
landlords he would not hold it for ^\e 
minutes. Many of the Irish landlords 
did not care about him, and he returned 
the feeling with very great interest. 
That being so he had approached this 
subject of the evicted tenants with a per- 
fectly free mind. He wanted to see this 
great difficulty removed and he was there- 
fore very sorry that the Commission had 
failed. The Commission failed with the 
opening speech of the President. The 
morning that speech appeared in the 
papers he met several leading Glad- 
stonians — three or four of whom were 
Members of Parliament — and one after 
another they all expressed their horror 
at the line the President had taken. One 
of them said — " It is the best day's work 
done for your party for a long time," and 
he replied that he felt that himself ; that 
speaking as a politician he was glad, but 
that otlierwise he was extremely sorry 
the Commission had failed. The Com- 
mission could not have succeeded without 
cross-examination, because in matters 
affecting landlord and tenant in Ireland, it 
was so difficult to get unprejudiced evidence 
on one side or the other, that he would 
take with a grain of salt the statement of 
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any witness who was not subjected to 
cross-examination. It had been asked 
in the House when would the Commis- 
sion report ? He wondered how any man 
could take any interest in that Report, 
for surely the Commission had entirely 
failed to gain the respect or confidence 
of any fair-minded man. He should also 
condemn the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
for the changes he had made in the 
Lunatic Asylum Boards of Ireland. The 
governors of a lunatic asylum had to deal 
with the most afflicted portion of the 
human race, and it was most lamentable 
that governors who had been in office for 
30 years should have been removed 
in favour of untried men — some of them 
of the lowest character — in order to please 
a political party. It made one almost 
weep for politics. In the County of 
Donegal, his native county, which he 
happened to know well, the Chairman of 
the Asylum Board, Colonel Montgoinery, 
a man who had attended ten meetings 
out of fourteen was removed. The Rev. 
Mr. Wallace, the pastor of the largest 
Presbyterian congregation in the county, 
who had been on the Board for years, 
and who attended eight out of fourteen 
meetings last year, was also removed 
and his place filled by an unknown man 
named Call, while the Rev. James 
McFadden — not Father McFadden of 
Gweedore, but Father McFadden of Fal- 
carragh — who did not attend one single 
meeting of the 14 last year, was allowed 
to remain on the Board. Was it any 
wonder that the Unionists were distrust- 
ful of what would happen under Home 
Rule when those things could occur 
under the Imperial Government. He 
was sorry he did not see the hon. Member 
for North Louth (Mr, T. M. Healy) 
in his place, for he wished to call the 
attention of the hon. Gentleman to a 
statement he made in a recent speech at 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. The hon. Gentle- 
man in that speech said, '* Coercion was 
practised in Ulster — not by Roman 
Catholic priests — not by fiery curates, 
but by the most staid and starched and 
prim Presbyterian ministers. Both in- 
side and outside their churches thev 
intimidated the people." He immediately 
wrote to the hon. Member for Louth and 
asked him if that statement were true, and 
for the name of any Presbyterian minis- 
ter guilty of such conduct, and he would 
have him brought before his Presbytery. 

Mr^ Renioul 



The hon. Member for Louth did not 
answer the letter, but he (Mr. Rentoul) 
believed there was no truth in the state- 
ment. 

MR.PINKERTON(GalwayBorough) : 
I am sorry to interrupt my hon. Friend, 
but is it not a fact that a Presbyterian 
minister in South Tyrone called for a 
show of hands in his church ? 

Mr. rentoul said he could not 
answer his hon. Friend. He was dealing 
only with the statement made by the hon. 
Member for North Louth. The hon. 
Member said " the Presbyterian ministers 
had out-distanced by long odds the 
priests of Meath." If the hon. Member 
could produce the name of any Presby- 
terian minister guilty of such conduct he 
(Mr. Rentoul) would most assuredly 
have him brought before his Presbytery 
and placed under discipline. He would, 
however, give the hon. Member for 
Louth another chance of accepting or 
declining the challenge he had thrown 
down. 

Mr. R. jasper MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow) said, that his hon. Friend who 
spoke last having called attention to the 
condition of agriculture in Ireli^nd, he 
thought it might now be opportune for 
him to make a few remarks on the sub- 
ject as it affected England. He thought 
the farmers of England would view the 
reference to agriculture in Her Majesty's 
Gracious Speech with what they were 
pleased to call in the country mixed 
feelings. They would be glad to see 
that agriculture occupied so leading a 
position in Her Majesty's Gracious 
Speech, but he thought they would view 
with some regret the fact that the Speech 
asked the House to take the subject into 
consideration instead of containing any 
announcement that Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment had taken ft into consideration 
themselves. He had the honour of re- 
presenting perhaps the largest agricul- 
tural area of any constituency. In that 
there were ten agricultural societies, and 
as all these societies held meetings, they 
might be assured that they, and all other 
county Members similarly situated with 
himself, had had plenty of opportunity of 
considering the subject. They had also 
lately had a meeting at St. James's Hall, 
called in the first instance by the Lan- 
cashire Farmers' Club, whose invitation 
was responded to by 2,500 delegates from 
all parts of England as well as Ireland, 
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where the subject was thoroughly dis- 
cussed and considered, and where certain 
motions which were brought forward 
obtained a unanimous assent. He would 
therefore be glad to hear that his right 
hon. Friend the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, in whom farmers generally 
had confidence, was prepared to act on 
some of those representations rather than 
merely inviting another inquiry. There 
had been five inquiries on agriculture 
between the years 1815 and 1845 ; there 
had been two celebrated inquiries in the 
more recent memory of Members of this 
House; one in the year 1879, at which 
two members from America were present 
to make inquiries on the subject, 
and the other lately, under Lord 
Iddesleigh. He did not know to what 
extent Members and those interested in 
the subject had studied these Reports, but 
he thought that the House should be 
looked to to give remedies rather than to 
dwell unnecessarily on the sufferings of 
the agricultural world at the present 
time. On the occasion of Lord Iddes- 
leigh's CommissiojQ, Mr. Caird, who was 
considered the first agricultural authority 
of the time, said that in his opinion the 
landowners were losing £20,000,000 
yearly, that the farmers were losing about 
an equal sum, and that the labourers were 
losing about £ 1 ,500,000 a year at this time. 
These losses have gone on increasing, 
and little inquiry would be needed to 
convince the Government how intense 
was the agricultural depression. The 
agricultural labourers numbered about 
1,500,000. It would be difficult to get 
an exact return of the tenant farmers and 
landowners'; but he believed, if the families 
were multiplied by six, they would 
'amount to 16,000,000 of the population, 
and* if, in addition, the inhabitants of the 
towns dependent on agriculture were 
added, it would be easv to see that more 
than half the population of the United 
Kingdom was interested in agriculture. 
As one of the outcomes of the Commis- 
sion to which he had referred. Lord Win- 
chilsea, who had a hereditary interest in 
the labourers, had tried to promote a 
combination among all classes interested 
in agriculture ; and if it could be shown, 
as he hoped it would be, in a year, or 
probably, in a few months, that half the 
population was in that combination, he 
felt they should come before the House 
in a much stronger position, and that 



then the agricultural interests would bo 
attended to. He should like to point out 
that there was a Board of Agriculture in 
existence 100 years ago whicb exercised 
a far greater influence on agriculture than 
the' present Board. They were deeply 
grateful for what the present Board had 
done in staving off contagious diseases. 
The old Board to which he had referred 
was a real bonajide Board. It consisted 
of 15 Peers and 15 Members of that House, 
and occasionally selected as many as 300 
agriculturists to discuss agricultural ques- 
tions with the Board, thereby obviating 
any necessity for a Committee. It 
disseminated agricultural information 
throughout all parts of the United King- 
dom and made inquiries, in which respect 
the President of the present Board might 
usefully copy its example. It also 
increased the grant to the Board. 
That Board was the foundation of the 
Agricultural Department in the United 
States, and it was also the precedent for 
Agricultural Departments in many foreign 
countries. But in this country the far- 
mers never had the amount of informa- 
tion disseminated among them as they 
had in America, simply because in 
the latter country the farmers could 
control the vote, whilst in this 
country it was not supposed to be 
possible for them to do so. One point 
on which the late Agricultural Conference 
was most firm was on the question of 
further relief in local taxation, and he 
ventured to express the hope that the 
claims of the agriculturists to a larger 
grant in the present year would receive 
favourable consideration. Another point 
on which stress was laid was the ques- 
tion of marking all foreign meat which 
came to this country, and which was 
then sold as English meat. He admitted 
this might be a difficult question to deal 
with, but if a Committee were appointed, 
the subject was one which might very 
properly be brought under their con- 
sideration. Another subject which might 
also be considered was whether the pro- 
ducer got a fair share of the profits. 
The hon. Member who moved the 
Address raised the old cry against the 
landords. Of all connected with the 
soil he believed the landlords were the 
most suffering. In this connection he 
should like to read a short extract from 
an essay which appeared in the Royal 
Agricultural Society^ s Journal in 1871 
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on the condition of the English agricul- 
tural labourer, which was written by 
Mr. John Dent, M.P. Mr. Dent said — 

" Honour is due, not only to the great terri- 
torial magnates of England, who have made 
their estates rich with comfortable homes' and 
pleasant dwellings for the labourers upon them 
(and there are many of these whom we might 
name), but still more to many a landlord of 
only limited means and interest in his property, 
who is manfully striving to do what is right 
for his people, and sacrificing his own pleasures 
for what he conceives to be his duty to those 
who are to some extent dependent upon him." 

If that statement were true he asked 
whether it was not possible to make ad- 
vances to landlords at a lower rate of 
interest than at present ? He wished to 
add that in 1885 he was returned to 
support the Member for Midlothian, and 
he remembered the first item in the Pro- 
gramme for that year was a Registration 
Bill. About 90 Liberal County Mem- 
bers were returned, and they met to con- 
sider what steps they should take so as 
best to support the Member for Mid- 
lothian in carrying out his Programme. 
They begged of the right hou. Gentle- 
man to introduce a Local Government 
Bill or a Registration Bill before he in- 
troduced a Home Rule Bill. The right 
hou. Gentleman, however, stated that it 
was necessary to bring forward the 
Home Rule Bill before proceeding with 
any other measure, and he replied in a 
similar strain to a second Memorial 
signed by 150 Members ; the time of the 
House being completely wasted by the 
right hon. Gentleman bringing forward 
his Home Rule Bill. He was convinced 
that had the right hon. Gentleman taken 
the advice which was given to him in 
that year he would have enjoyed a 
longer term of ])ower and not been 
in Opposition for the last six years. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.) 
said, there was a matter to which he 
wished to refer. He understood that in 
his absence the hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh (Colonel 
Saunderson,) without any notice, made 
an attack upon him, and charged 
him first with theft and finally 
with murder. He would ask was it in 
accordance with the Rules of the House 
that such charges should be made 
against any Member, no matter on 
which side of the House, in his absence 
an I without due notice ? He would, 
therefore, ask permission to reply to 

Mr, R, Jasper More 



these cowardly and unfounded charges 

that the Member for North Armagh had 

thought well to make against him. He 

understood the Member for North 

Armagh had said — 

''That down at Woodford, that notorious 
place where so many murders had taken place, 
there was a bailiff nicknamed ' Balaclava,' and 
Mr. Roche had made a speech in which he said 
that the landlords might have their Balaclava, 
but the tenants would have their Fontenoy. 
A few days afterwartls the man was murdered." 

He (Mr. Roche) was born in Woodford ; 
he had resided there up to the present, 
and within his recollection no murder 
had ever occurred in the district of 
Woodford with the exception of the 
one to which the hon. Gentleman 
had alluded. No doubt he (Mr. 
Roche) did make the speech to which 
reference had been made, but he did not 
use the language which had been attri- 
buted to him. He did say, under strong 
provocation — the landlords having issued 
numerous writs of ejectment — that no 
doubt the landlords might have their 
Balaclava, but the time would come 
when the people would have their 
Fontenoy. That speech was made in 
the early part of December, and the 
bailiif was not shot until the 3rd of March 
following, but the Member for North 
Armagh had told the House that the 
bailiiF was shot within two days of the 
day on which the speech was delivered. 
If the authorities believed for a moment 
that he was instrumental in the slightest 
degree in getting this man shot, how 
was it that they summoned him to 
attend at the inquest which was held on 
the body ? So much for that charge. 
The next charge was that ho (Mr. 
Roche) stole a deer, and that he pleaded 
guilty. He never stole a deer ; he never 
pleaded guilty of stealing a deer ; «nd, 
finally, he was never fined for 8uch a 
thing ; and he charged the Meml^er for 
North Armagh to search the files or 
the records of the Court, and produce 
anything to show that he was ever fined 
for stealing a deer. Thirdly, the hou. 
Member said he was fined for tres- 
pass. He was fined for trespass, 
but the Member for North Aruiagh 
took very good care not to tell 
the House the circumstances under 
which he was fined. He was fined 
by Lord Clanricarde 12s. 6d. or fourteen 
days' imprisonment because he showed 
Lady Ann Blunt and Mr. Wilfrid Blunt 
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over an evicted farm, although against 
Lady Ann Blunt and Mr. Wilfrid Bhmt 
no action was taken. Then the hon. 
Member for North Armagh said, " he 
next assaulted a policeman, to which charge 
he pleaded guilty and got three weeks' 
imprisonment." He did assault the police- 
man, and pleaded guilty to it, and he got 
three weeks* imprisonment. But under 
similar circumstances — circumstances 
which he would relate to the House — he 
would do the same thing to-morrow. 
What were the circumstances ? A politi- 
cal meeting, at which Mr. Blunt and 
several other English gentlemen were to 
deliver addresses, and which was to be 
confined solely and entirely to speeches by 
English gentlemen, was proclaimed by 
the right hon. Gentleman who was then 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. At that 
meeting there were hundreds of police- 
men and soldiers, and th^se swooped down 
on the meeting when about the platform 
and batoned and beat them. Mr. Wilfrid 
Blunt was arrested, and was brought to 
the police barracks. He (Mr. Roche) 
was walking beside Lady Ann Blunt and 
just at his brother-in-law's door, a man 
who was then in a delicate state of health 
and was since dead, his relative was 
standing. A policeman rushed at him, 
and struck him with hit$ baton along the 
back of the head. He (Mr. Roche) had 
a stick in his hand, and he lifted it and 
struck the policeman. Instead of consider- 
ing an act of that sort a degradation he 
considered it one of the proudest acts 'of 
his life. Then the Member for ^orth 
Armagh finally added, "shortly afterwards, 
on the 16th August, 1890, he was fined 
£1 for trespass." He was summoned no 
doubt, and was fined £1 for trespass upon 
lands that he had permission from the 
tenants who were paying rent to Lord 
Clanricarde to walk and shoot upon. 
But the Member for North Armagh did 
not tell the House that in the following 
September his (Mr. Roche's) men caught 
Clanricarde's bailiffs and his agents shoot- 
ing upon his bog, accompanied by two 
of the then Chief Secretary's policemen, 
who were protecting them. They 
were caught upon the bog and were 
summoned. A Removable Magistrate 
and an evicting landlord were on the 
Bench ; and though he protested against 
an evicting landlord sitting in judgment 
upon a case in which he was interested, 
the landlord insisted upon hearing the 
case. And what was the result ? The 



only defence that was attempted to be put 
in was that there were no cartridges in 
the guns, and the case was dismissed, and 
although in his case there was not a 
shadow of evidence against him he was 
fined £1. That was all he had to say. 

Dr. MACGREGOR (Inverness-shire) 
said, he did not intend to detain the House 
more than a few moments. He rose to 
express his great regret and disappoint- 
ment that Her Majesty's Speech con- 
tained no reference whatever to the High- 
lands of Scotland, considering how the 
Higland people rallied to the support of 
the present Government at the last Elec- 
tion, and the confidence they had then 
reposed in them, he thought they had a 
right to expect some recognition would 
be made by the Government of their 
claims. In consequence of the very bad 
harvest of last year, the very low prices 
of stock, and the severe winter in the 
Highlands, the result was that a very 
large number of the Highland people 
were at this moment on the verge of 
starvation, and it was a great disappoint- 
ment to them that the Government made 
no sign of giving any immediate relief. 
True, a Royal Commission had recently 
been appointed by the Government to in- 
quire into the land in the Highlands; but at 
the rate of the present progress made by 
that Commission, it must be a long time 
before a Report was submitted to the 
House, and a long time must elapse 
before any practical legislation could be 
effected in their favour. He had no wish 
whatever to embarrass the Government. 
On the contrary ; he desired to give them 
a loyal and faithful support in the critical 
time before them. At the same time, as 
a Highland Representative, he could not 
meekly submit to be entirely overlooked in 
this matter ; and if the Government did 
not intend to introduce Bills of their own 
to afford relief to the Highlanders, he 
could only express the hope that they 
would not place any difficulties in the way 
of private Members doing so. 

Major RASCH (Essex, S.E.) said, 
he should like, with the permission 
of the House, to refer to that portion of 
Her Majesty's Speech in which reference 
was made to the agricultural industry* 
He very much regretted that in that 
Speech they had nothing but platonie 
sympathy and no practical suggestions 
with the view to finding a remedy for 
this depression. He should have thought 
that the destitution and want of some* 
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ibiui: like $.000,000 ot Ea^li.<h people 
wi-re us wonliy of tonaiileration m One 
MaiiOoe Voie.ortiukeriug with tiiereps- 
iratiou. Ue liid uot wudi, to trouble the 
Uou9« with dutiiils of the ugrieultiiraJ 
mill which wae takiug plauu iu the part 
of the oouiitry which he utuiie from. All 
lie cuulil say v/aa this, thut iu ihe . 
mHvn upou milus of luutl whieh t'< 
were iu eiihivatioii were now sboulder 
high iu tliistleii. Uu kuow of a fann of 
4U0 tturex iu hi» ouustiiueuey which 
wim let at Is. per auru frte, Thi 
wuH, tlio lauUlurii paid tM. au aei 
fill' iliu pluasiiru of Uaviij>; somebody elii« 
111 uuliivHlu it. As for prices, a farm 
liiui Hold I'or uudur £3 au acre. Auother 
farm of 800 acres of arutilu laud was sold. 
Tliu pui'uhaBur lKiii>;ht it In-'fore he bad 
Hcuu the farm, llu paid dowu the fi»t 
iuHtalmeiit of ilio purvhase-iuoui'v, but 
when he uauio and saw liie fanu be 
iuuueiliaU'ly wuut away agaiu aud 
iiolliiii); hiul been lieard of him siuce. 
Auiiiliur iuipurtaiil jioiut was that 
ua^rcH titui ^iiuo dowu very much. 
'riiity ouly ({oi alioiit lis, piT week 
iu Knnex uow, 'I'liat was worthv 
«f the ulluiuliou of the (.ioverumeut. 
Ill] i( wan lii'ld aud urj-ed iu ilie i-ouutry 

l.u jini »ut of [loWfi- waj^i-H would ((o up 
Hi l.'in. (nr wiik. Tliey did Uot waut 
Hit Miijirtly's iioveriiuieiit to eflVc! 
.nij\lliiiif,' lit iiuie, Itut they wished to 
Biiy^ini 111 llieui wliul lUey luigbl do 
ui(lniiluiulit«e lo ihe i-ouiitry. There 
. ibii i|Ui'Mi»u of ratvB aud 
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!U> u.-n',^; ami be was of opiuiou 
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1 litvuiiiui. llie ixisiiuK system kil to 
li.' Ilii.'ltiii;,' of luvnv uuuiIhts of {leoplu 

.'.)<ii'iil iiii'ieaM' iu the rauks of the 

.'IN uu>'.>iii|iliuu'Utary let lets ou ibix 
> thought, addressLil 
lliK IMuie Miiii-i 

< |>aid a^i 



)li« l-iiuie Miui.l.T by ouo of tliooe 
t;.'iilli'im'U, ilii< |iaid aKitatorM, who were I 



liiii): 



Tlie 
n VI hitib he hwi dcscri 

.1 iu ii'>,'urd 111 tbe tjislcni 
1... iiii)i> ([ut'Hiiou lio bi 
ii>N..'i.i vwiiildmxiiukerai 
oiild adiam-e moucy 8l, su 

ibal llu. lithe u--'- > ■<■ 
Miijiir hiiilA 



I 'Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Paucras, 
E.| said, it was uot bis iuteutiou, iu 
addressing the House oo tUia Dccasiou, 
to attempt to deal with the uebulous 
question of Home Rule — a measure 
which was referred to in Her Majesty's 
Gracious Speech from the Throuo. It 
waii not, therefore, necessary for bim at 
the present moment to consider at what 
time and uuder what circumstances the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Midlothian proposed to relieve his sup- 
porters from the ludicrous position in 
which theT luul for so long been placed, 
of neither being able to explain or 
defend their policy or inteutione in re- 
gard to that matter ; nor was it for him 
to occupy the time of the House in 
speculating how it might be poesible for 
him to give efiect to the electoral 
addresses of those who composed bis 
majority, and set up in Ireland, according 
to the promises of a large number of bia 
English supporters — 



and the demands from Ireland of — 
■'absolute anloDom;, and complete indepen- 
dence of all Ini[icnal control," 
except that of the most shadowy 
description, namely, a veto of the 
Throne on the advice of the Irieb 
Ministry. It was uot for him either 
to consider upou what bases of reason 
or justice it would lie possible 
for-the right hon. Gentleman to rccoucile 
the grautiug to Ireland of that complete 
id absolute control of bcr own destinies 
itb the retention by ber of her right of 
interfereuce in matters and things affect- 
ing Great Britain. But as mauy cppor- 
tuuities would occur during the preseut 
Session of considering the proposals, be 
would not further refer to them now. But 
he noticed that Ilic right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Midlothiau did not pro- 
pose for the iiiomeut to place bis im- 
portant Home Rule proposals more 
Iwfore the country than he 
help. With that species 
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stead of occupying their time 
endeavouring to pass measures for the 
benefit of ^all classes of the community, 
they were for ever bringing in so-called 
reforms — ^measures cltlculated to excite 
rather than benefit the people, measures 
calculated to set the masses against the 
classes, and to raise that spirit of unrest 
and dissatisfaction amongst the people 
which was so fatal to real and substantial 
progress, and measures which, in reality, 
had for their object the keeping of them- 
selves in place and in power. They 
were promised Bills upon many subjects, 
and amongst them was raised the ques- 
tion of One Man One Vote. Now, he 
was not going for one moment to say 
that great improvements might not be 
made both in our electoral system and in 
the system of registration. It appeared 
to him that it might be well, even at this 
early stage of the proceedings of this 
Session, whilst their minds were free 
from the heated controversy which no 
doubt would ensue, carefullv to consider 
what this One Man One Vote proposal 
meant. He was by no means certain, 
even if it were carried into law, that it 
would benefit their political opponents as 
much as they imagined. Personally, it 
was competent for him to look at it from 
a perfectly ex parte point of view, 
inasmuch as, from careful investigation, 
he had ascertained that it would not 
affect in the slightest degree any of the 
borough seats in North or North- West 
London. Now, this proposal might have 
a specious ring about it when addressed 
to an audience from a platform, but it 
did not so highly recommend itself when 
carefully examined and considered. What 
could be more attractive than to propose 
to give equality of voting power to 
every man in the United Kingdom ? 
But this proposal would go but a very short 
way in that direction, if it made any 
advance at all. It simply fringes the 
matter, dealing with a point which in 
reality was not of pressing importance, 
and leaving absolutely untouched the 
very much more important question of 
the inequality of power exercised by the 
various constituencies and parts of the 
United Kingdom in comparison to their 
strength of polling power. This proposal 
of One Man One Vote was one of those tin- 
kering matters so dear to the Radical mind, 
especially where they imagined that its 
adoption would give them some petty 
"Party advantage. They told them, no 



doubt, their action was non-political. He 
should like to know, if it was, why they 
were so ardent in pressing it forward, for 
in itself it was not a pressing question, 
but stood subordinate to many which 
were occupying public attention. If the 
House was to be asked to deal with the 
matter, he would venture to point out 
that there was the larger measure of the 
relative strength of constituencies, which 
must be considered at one and the same 
time if true equality of electoral power 
was to be attained. Were the advocates 
of One Man One Vote content that 
Ireland should be over-represented to the 
number of 20 Members, and Wales to 
the extent of three ? But the inequality 
did not end there. He found that the 
average of the electorate returning 
Unionist Members in the last Parliament 
from Ireland was 9,000, and Separatists 
only 6,755 ; whilst, to refer to indi- 
vidual instances, he saw that in Galway 
1,655 electors sent one Representative 
here ; in Kilkenny, 1 ,639 sent one 
Member ; in Newry, 1,875 electors sent 
one ; or, in all, 5,169 electors sending to 
this House three Members ; whilst 
Wandsworth, a large and populous 
suburb of London, which in 1892 had 
16,283 electors, sent only a single 
Member to this House. That was the 
kind of political inequality which called 
for redress, and which he ventured to 
assert could not long be permitted to 
continue. It was ridiculous and absurd 
to say that by the so-called One Man 
One Vote they were giving equal electoral 
power in the face of the example he had 
quoted, and which was one out of many 
that might be given. What was the use 
of giving a man one vote, and one 
only, and talking about equal electoral 
power, when one will have a two- 
thousandth share in returning Members 
to Parliament, and the other a 
sixteen thousandth share ? Did not 
Her Majesty's Ministers see that in 
the former case the voter had eight 
times the voting power of the voter in 
the second case ? Then he would fur- 
ther ask to whom did they find the 
greatest power of the single vote belong ? 
Was it with the most intelligent elector, 
the most hard-working, and, above all, 
the most independent ? Not a bit of it. 
By the Reform and Redistribution Bill 
of 1 885 the greatest power was not given 
to that class of voter, but, in many cases 
in Ireland, to the less intelligent and 
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illiterate. As yet the Returns which 
were ordered last August of the illiterate 
voters in the last General Election had 
not been issued by Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment. He regretted this, because the 
information they contained would ma- 
terially assist his ^.rgument; but in their 
absence he was driven to those last avail- 
able. It would be within the recollection 
of Members who were in the House last 
Parliament that he carried a Motion last 
Session in favour of abolishing the illite- 
rate vote by a majority of more than two 
to one. If the Government were really 
anxious to do something in the way of 
electoral reform, why did not they give 
eU'ect to that deliberately expressed 
opinion of the House of Commons ? 
Not to trouble the House with many 
figures, he would simply briefly state 
that at the Election of 1886 one out of 
every five electors in Ireland claimed to 
vote as illiterates, one out of every 64 
in England, and one out of every 74 in 
Scotland. In the County of Donegal, 
out of 18,000 electors. 7,903 claimed that 
they were unable to read and write; in 
Monaghan 3,000 out of 12,000 claimed 
to vote as illiterates; whilst in Tyrone 
9,957 out of a total of 26,787 so claimed 
to vote. But whilst the statements he 
then placed before the House were un- 
answerable, and showed that undue 
spiritual and other influences were 
brought to bear at the poll, to which 
the voters were marched like sheep, and 
had to vote openly in order to prevent 
themselves being placed under the bane 
of those whom they considered their 
spiritual or political supporters. He did 
not intend to say any more on the matter 
at present, except to refer to the fact 
that the decisions of an impartial legal 
tribunal in Ireland have clearly shown 
how grave the evil was, and the gross 
intimidation practised in certain election 
contests in that county. Having thus 
briefly referred to the grave anomalies 
really existing in the present mode of 
election to this House, he wished as 
briefly to refer to the Bill which was 
brought in last Session by the right hon. 
Gentleman who was now First Commis- 
sioner of Works. It was, if he remem- 
bered rightly, brought forward for dis- 
cussion on a Wednesday, and, as showing 
the interest felt in this so-called bumiuff 
question by the last Parliament, he be- 
lieved it was more than an hoiu* before 
the subject, and the anticipated burning 
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eloquence of the right hon. Gentleman, 
were able to secure a House. This Bill 
was said to affect 200^000 persons. It 
is impossible for him to say what propor- 
tion of the 200,000 persons so affected 
voted either for the Tory Party or the 
Party opposite. He did not imagine 
that such a Bill would affect the Electoral 
Returns of the Conservative Party as 
largely as its supporters either hoped or 
expected. But in regard to these 2,000 
persons, he took it that they had property 
in various parts of the country, and that 
they were men of influence, and they might 
depend upon it that, however they have 
previously voted, they would certainly 
alienate them from their side by taking 
away from them the right to vote in all 
places where they have the requisite 
qualifications. They (the Government 
Party) would no doubt at the same time 
make them pay rates and taxes — nay, 
more, they might even make them, as 
ratepayers, pay their pro rata share of 
the stipends they were proposing to give 
to Members of Parliament; yet they 
would debar them from voting for any 
but one of those Members. They would 
not, he repeated, gain as much as 
they thought ; but they would, no 
doubt, succeed in undermining the 
old principle once dear to the WhigB 
as well as Tories — ^namely, that taxation 
and representation should go together. 
They would further attack that prin- 
ciple, he supposed, in their Registration 
Bills, and endeavour to do away with 
any rating qualification for the register ; 
they would abolish what they de6cril>e as 
the non-residential qualification of the 
dual voter, and they would establish in 
lieu of it, by means of continuous occu- 
pation, A principle by which a large 
number of bogus voters could be foreeil 
into any constituency a fortnight before 
an election. They would further, by 
shortening the term of qualification and 
by the Continuous Occupation Clause., 
render personation difficult, if not im- 
possible, of detection. But whilst they 
might be able to take away the dual 
vote, they would not be able to destroy 
the influence which those who hold them 
might henceforward use against them. 
What could their object be in this other 
than to do what they had always aimed at 
doing— drive the residential gentry from 
the country, and destroy any influence 
they may possess ? Their driving the 
landowners from Ireland had not proved 
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a marked success or benefit to that 
country ; nor did he think it would be so 
here. They might take away from them 
the last fragment of interest they might 
feel in discharging their public duties, 
by depriving them of their votes, of their 
duties as County Magistrates, and 
by lessening their control and manage- 
ment over their own estates ; but of one 
thing they might be assured, that if they 
were driven from those pursuits they 
would have but the more leisure to de- 
vote their attention and energies to the 
political life of the country. Let him 
take a concrete instance of what they 
proposed to do. He supposed the case 
of an owner of land in Herefordshire — a 
man who farmed a certain amount of 
land, employed a good deal of labour, 
paid considerably in rates, and was an 
active member of the Local Bodies, and 
endeavoured to interest himself in every 
local work of a beneficial character, and 
he supposed this man also happened to 
be a large employer of labour in Bir- 
mingham, where he paid largely also to 
the rates, took an interest in local 
politics, and where he was obliged to 
make his home half the year round. Would 
not that man feel that he was distiuctlv 
and unfairly treated, and rightly so, by 
being deprived of his right of voting, as 
he now did in both places in which he 
took so much interest, and to whose ex- 
penditure he so largely contributed ? As 
his hon. Friend the Member for North 
Hackney said last Session, they should 
put their constitutional machine to some 
practical work instead of stopping from 
time to time to dangle these little bits of 
constitutional change before the electors. 
It was idle to put on the smoothing plane 
before they had used the jack plane ; 
that was to say, so long as there existed 
the vast inequality in the value of each 
vote in the constituencies as at present, 
it seemed trivial to bring forward a 
matter of this kind. In his opinion, they 
ought to deal in electoral reform in the 
same way as they did in Scotland. Be- 
fore 1832 there was an abuse of the 
plural vote in that country, but the re- 
form which put an end to it was not that 
of abolishing plural voting, but by pre- 
venting faggot voting and by increasing 
the number of voters, so as to make the 
plural voting comparatively unimportant. 
In conclusion, he wished to say that, in 
his opinion, the abolition of the plural 
vote, the redistribution of seats, the 



prevention of Illiterate Voting Clauses, 
and the efficient amendment of the Re- 
gistration Laws are all matter which 
cannot be dealt with in fairness, justice, 
and equity by anything like piecemeal 
legislation. If the right hon. Gentleman 
really wished to secure an equal elec- 
toral voice to the whole country, they 
could only do so, in his opinion, by wide 
and comprehensive Bills dealing with the 
whole question in all its aspects. The 
simple proposal to do away with dual 
voting would not check gerrymandering ; 
it would rather give a stimulus to it. 
Let the House suppose that he had a 
vote for Midlothian and also for St. 
George's, Hanover Square ; that he re- 
sided a part of the year in each of those 
constituencies. He supposed that even 
the most Radical measure would not go 
80 far in the direction of unfairness and 
injustice as not to leave the elector who 
paid rates and taxes in two parts of the 
country the option as to where he exer- 
>cised the franchise? Both he and all 
other Conservatives similarly situated 
would declare their option for Midlothian. 
The Agents, of both Political Parties 
would take care to pour their voting 
power into all closely-contested seats. 
Though, no doubt, the Radical elec- 
tioneering agents, by importing under 
the Continuous Occupation Clauses of 
their Registration Bill large numbers of 
illiterate voters from Cork and other 
Irish constituencies just before an elec- 
tion into Midlothian, Glasgow, or Perth, 
would attempt to return by this 
monstrous process fictitious Scotch Re- 
presentatives holding the Gladstonian 
faith ; and he, for his part, should, 
therefore, oppose these tinkering reforms 
as useless and vexatious, and as sub- 
versive of the best and truest interests of 
the people. 

The chief SECRETARY for 
IRELAND (Mr. Johx Morley, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) : Mr. Speaker, I 
followed the hon. Member who has just 
sat down with all that attention which 
has been given to other Members of this 
House, but I hope he will not think that 
I am lacking in courtesy if I refrain from 
following him through the somewhat 
discursive topics over which he ranged in 
his speech. Much of it was undoubtedly 
more suited to the Second Reading of the 
Bill which will be brought in by the 
Prime Minister, and the other topics were 
not sufficiently entered upon to deserve 
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luura c'lubursto uontintjut. The iUhcu 
to-ui}r'<t opoueit wiiL the speech of the 
huu. uuil pillaut Meiubtir fur Armagh 
(C'i>luuelSuiiutIersou|,auiI he wasspeedilj 
folluwoii liy the ri^ht-liun. Member for 
Wl're Biriuiu;;haiu i^Mr. J. ChamberUiii). 
ll U uu <.lts[>iirH<!eiueu[] to the hon. aud 
gullaut (juutleinau to say that a speech 
iiuule h_v the right hou, Member for West 
UinuLiighaui i:t uue of as great importance 
ulmiMt lui ctku lie lielivereil in this House, 
but if the sjieeeli delivered by the right 
hou. UeutleiiiaO \6 all that he hasi to say 
uu ihu o|H.-tiiiig uf so critieal a SessioD as 
this — it' vinnki he said to-night is the liLst 
wunl hu hiis tu say on the character of 
this St-ssiuii — if the topics he touched 
upon ure uut to be touvlied upon in auy 
ditreieiii spirit, he will disappoint those 
who surrouud him. 1 think the right 
hou. Guiitlumau began by touching on 
foreign attairs. Aud how did he show 
hih lituesii for guiding the deliberations of 
this House iu foreign aflaira ? I do not 
tikiiik ] have ever heartl more mischie 
utturances iu this House than those 
which fell from the right hon. Gentle- 
man upuu one of the most delicate 
tjiiestioiis of foreign affairs. He 
charges the Prime Minister and my- 
Bolf with using language before the 
which has led — \OpposUion 



-I 



Gentle- 



uiuu who cheer that statement remember 
H word uf it. The right hon. Gentleman 
taxed us with being the cause of certain 
embarrassments. ^Renewed Opposition 
cActrs,'] Yes, but do you reflect now 
what is likely to be the effect of what he 
said to-night ? Everybody knows that 
the success which has attended our pre- 
Heiice in Egypt during the last few years 
has lieeu due to what ? — to co-operation 
lietweeu the Khedive and the English 
re|>reseHtative. I woudcr whether the 
English representative will thank the 
riglit hon. Gentleman for the language he 
UHtHJ tii-night about the Khedive. He 
imlltHJ hint young, which is uotau abusive 
epithet. He called him vain, which is. 
lie calliiil him fanaticiLi, which shows 
how little the right hon. Gentleman 
knows iibuut the subject. It 
Hill how is that co-operali< 
upon which the successful c< 
ill Kgypi depends if state 
right hon. G' 



citing him to desert that course of co- 
operation upon which bur success de- 
pends ? The right hon. Geutleman, in 
that genial solicitude and friendly spirit 
with which we know he is animated, 
asked us sundry questions. He asked us 
questions about Uganda. I would pomt 
out to the House that so long as Gentle- 
men opposite were in office nothing was 
done aud not a word was spoken to show 
that they did not contemplate the aban- 
donment of Uganda after the withdrawal 
of the East Africa Company. [Mr. A.J. 
BALroLK dissented.] In spite of the 
dissentiug gesture of the L^der of the 
Opposition, I say that nothing was done 
or said to show that they did not con* 
template the abandonment of Uganda. 
For example, in June of last year my 
noble Frieud, Lord Kimberley, put to the 
then Prime Minister and Foreign Secre- 
tary a question. The Prime Minister 
had said that a railway would have to be 
made, but that a pretty considerable in- 
terval of time would be occupied iu the 
construction of that railway. Lord 
Kimberley said — 

" Lord Balisbury will forgive my sa;infc that 
there will be a very considerable time before 
this railway is completed, aud I would like to 

the question the right lion. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham put to- 
night— 

" what our relations with the country will be 
during this long interval." 

To that most pregnant, pithy, and proper 
question the Prime Minister and Foreign 
Secretary said not one single word of 
reply. Uganda bristles with difficult quea- 
tlouH, and the right hou. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham {>erbapsiia3 
not considered all these difficult questions. 
If he had he would not grudge us the 
that has been demanded for an 
inquiry into the real nature of the 
problem which you are called on to ilual 
But, however that may be, a 
down on the Paper of tliu 
I Dame of my hon. Prieud 
r Norther "4D^ and yrlmn 
whether 
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question in which the House undoubtedly 
and evidently takes great interest — I 
mean the release of certain prisonefs. I 
am not goin^ to say that the passage 
which the right hon. Gentleman quoted 
from a speech made by me in 1888 in 
Dublin is anything but a complete mis- 
representation of the whole purport of 
that passage. The amnesty movement 
for the dynamiters was not then active. 
I am not sure if it was started. There 
is no word in that passage or in that 
speech which can possibly be applied 
as intended by me to relate to the 
dynamiters. Whatever I said then, I 
said not a word on that subject. The 
right hon. Gentleman forgot that in July 
last, at the critical moment when 
Members were brought face to face with 
their constituents, and I was challenged 
by a certain section of Irish constituents 
of mine as to whether I would or would 
not vote for this release, I told them 
frankly and fully, in a letter printed in 
all the newspapers at the moment, that I 
would not. Therefore, what is the use 
of going liack to old speeches which have 
no bearing on this topic ? I would 
ghidly read that speech to the House — 
I have it somewhere — but I am not fond 
of the crambe repetita of old speeches. I 
defy anyone to find a word in that speech 
which applies to dynamite. A curious argu- 
ment was used by the right, hon. Gentle- 
man with reference to the release of Egan. 
Theright hou.Gentleman saidthat my right 
hon- Friend released £gan to please — 
and as part of a bargain with — gentle- 
men opposite. And then he quotes a 
paHsage from a speech by my hon. 
iViend the Meml>er for Waterford to 
show that this will not satisfv them or 
please them at all, and will not be con- 
sidered by them as a bargain. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I bog 
pardon. Does the right hon. (Tciit Ionian 
assert that in the spooch I havo just 
made I said lie had roh^ascnl Egan in 
order to please hon. Members oppoMitc ? 
I said nothing of the kind. 

Mk. J. MORLEY : Then 1 full to 
uuderstaud. 

Mk. J. CHAMBERLAIN; Mav I 

* 

explain what I did say 't I siiid that 

wilder ordiuarv circu^l^tHluM'^ 1 sluiuld 

^t criticibe these reh-aM'h, or thi^ cxor- 

t)f the elemencv oi' the ('r<»wii in 

'*He, but that from tin* hpc^ccJi of 

^ Secretary for Ireland, 1 and 



X.\} 



r«rf« 



Others had concluded that ther 
part of a general policy of release ; bu» 
that having heard the statement of the 
Prime Minister on Tuesday last, I ao 
cepted it in full, and that so far as the 
Home Office was concerned I had uo( 
a single word of criticism to offer. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : Of course, I 
entirely accept what the right hon. 
Gentleman says, but I fail to see the 
point of his argument — ^and I fail to see 
the point of his quotation from the 
speech of my hon. Friend the Member 
for Waterford. However, I do not wish 
to labour that point. [Ironical Opposi^ 
Hon Laughter,] Well, you may think 
that we are bad and sinister men if you 
please, but do not think that we are 
so foolish as to commit these acts, which 
you think are bad acts, in order to fulfil 
a bargain which is not going to be kept 
by the other side. The right hon. 
Gentleman wound up with what I think, 
with all due respect for his great abilities 
and powers, was about the most puerile 
question or set of questions ever put in 
this House. Now, to-day he wants to 
know what are the provisions of the Bill 
for the better government of Ireland. 
If he really wants to know, all that need 
happen is that this Debate should come 
to an end, and the Bill will be brought 
in the next day. I cannot imagine a more 
lame and impotent conclusion to a speech 
than a series of questions of that kind 
within a possible few hours, and within 
a certain few days, of the production of 
a Bill in all its details. I will return 
later on to the remarks of the right hon. 
(Tcntleman on the release of the Gwee- 
dore prisoners. The Debate began with 
a s{>eech by the leader of the Opposition 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour). With the temper 
of that speech I can find, so far as the 
present Government are concerned, little 
fault, though I should find much fault 
with its temper so far as the great ques- 
tion of the relations iK^tween England 
and Ireland is concerned. The right 
hem. (ientlenian opeue<i the debate by 
charging me with dropping prtM:autions 
for the detection and puuisluneut of 
<Tinie in Ireland, wliich, if I had l>een 
alive to my duty as one of those res{Jon- 
Hilile for (vovcrument in Ireland, I should 
not have dn»pped. Well, after all, the 
ti'st of a |iolii*y licH in broad facts — ^and 
what are the l»road factK ? I will come to 
jiarticukr facth in a moment. Let us first 
look at the broad facts of the condition 
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of Ireland, in spite of what the right 
hon. Gentleman considers an almost 
criminal piece of action on our part. 
Agrarian outrages, which in 1891 were 
472, were in 1892 405. For the first 
six months of 1892, when Gentlemen 
opposite were in power, they were 231 ; 
for the second six months, when that 
which the right hon. Gentlemen regards 
as a great instniment of government 
had dropped from our hands 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : Instniment 
of conviction. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I do not care 
whether you call it instrument of 
conviction or of government. The right 
hon. Gentleman seems to think that go- 
vernment consists in conviction. I do 
not. Well, in 1891 the whole crime, 
agrarian plus non-agrarian, was 1,879 ; 
in 1892 it was 1,840. The agrarian 
charges from August 22nd, 1891 — ^I 
want to take this every way, that the 
Honse may see that I am not playing 
any of those juggling tricks with figures 
with which — ^most calumniously — Dublin 
Castle is sometimes charged — to January 
23rd, 1892, were 151 ; from August 
22nd, 1892, to January 23rd, 1893, they 
were 129. Take other tests. The 
right hon. Gentleman will, I am sure, 
see the importance of these tests. Take 
the rent test, the favourite test of Gen- 
tlemen opposite. Rents were never 
better paid than now, with no Crimes 
Act in force. More than that, I hear 
from those who have the best means of 
knowing, and who, as far as I am aware, 
have no special bias, that the feeling be- 
tween the police and the people during 
the last three or four months has been 
better than it has ever been since 1879. 
There are other facts which illustrate 
the social condition of Ireland. There 
are the Winter Assizes. Did thev bear 
out the proposition that the revocation 
of the Proclamation for putting the 
Crimes Act into operation was a failure 
and a source of disaster ? Take the 
four Provinces. In Connaught there 
was a decline both in serious crimes 
and in minor offences. In Munster there 
was a decrease of 21 in serious crimes, 
and there was, I admit, an increase of 
165 in minor offences. ^' *" ^^ 2re 
was an increase, no dou 
crimes in the county re 
hon. and gallant Friend 
derson). Of these ei( 
party character arising 

Mr. •/. Motley 



elections, leaving an increase of six 
ordinary cases, which I am sure 
he Vill admit is of no account in a 
county of a large and populous character. 
Lastly, in the Province of Leinster, there 
was a decrease of 19 in serious and of 
165 in minor offences, and save the two 
counties of Meatli and Westmeath, where 
there was a certain increase, though not a 
very large one, the Chief Baron said that 
everything appeared to be as satisfactory, 
as orderly, and as peaceable as could be 
expected. Now, I have some more 
figures, but I think I will spare the 
House. As to convictions, there is a point 
attempted to be made upon the Winter 
Assizes. Under the head of convictions 
in the Winter Assizes of 1891-92, the 
convictions were 58. In the Winter 
Assizes of 1892 the convictions were 60. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition dropped an 
innuendo — which, I am bound to say, he 
withdrew when I contradicted him — that I 
had kept back certain cases from these 
Winter Assizes in order to improve these 
figures. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR: I never 
suggested that was the motive. I said it 
was for some motive unknown. I never 
made the other suggestion. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : Yes, I understand 
that ; but as the reason was left unknown, 
gentlemen on his own side of the House 
thought that he had found jne out in some 
sinister practice. There was no sinister 
practice. First of all, I ought to say 
upon this matter, as the right hon. 
Gentleman well knows, that the Chief 
Secretary has nothing whatever to do 
with this part of public administration. 
I was never consulted directly or in- 
directly any more than any other Chief 
Secretary. It was the business entirely 
of the Attorney General. Secondly, it is 
untrue to say that bail cases were 
excluded. There were 216 cases returned 
at these Winter Assizes, of which 46 
were bail cases. Now to measure that 
51 cases were the bail cases retiuiied for 
the Winter Assizes last vear, therefore I 
agree there were 5 fewer cases. I agree 
further that there was a very large number 
of bail cases reserved, 129, but of these 81 
were cases arising out of election riots, 
cases which were never meant to be sent 
at great trouble and expense to Winter 
^.8size8. If I had been disposed to have 

^ued a Machiavellian policy, it would 
' been our interest to send as many 
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cases as we could to the Winter Assizes 
for reasons which the right hon. 
Gentleman will well understand. 
I hope that innuendo, as I think 
it was, has heen disposed of. The 
righl hon. Gentleman said the only 
part of the Crimes Act which he left in 
force was those clauses and provisions 
which allowed a change of venue and 
secret inquiries. I refer to the first 
Section of the Act. He resented the 
hint which was charitably insinuated by 
some gentlemen below the Gangway that 
the dropping of the Crimes Act practi- 
cally, except in those two matters, was 
in view of the near approach of the 
General Election. The riglit hon. Gentle- 
, man said, " Oh, no ; it was an affair of. 
long standing." Now, if there was one 
part of Ireland where I should have 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
and his Government would have regarded 
the Crimes Act as of importance it was 
the County of Clare. When was the 
proclamation revoked in the County of 
Clare ? This affair of long standing ! 
It was revoked on the 22nd of Julv, 1892, 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : That was 
after the election. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : Yes, but if the 
right hon. Gentleman had such confidence 
in this instrument of government, this 
instrument of conviction, how came he to 
drop it in the County of Clare, where, if , 
anywhere, I should have thought it was 
most needed ? Let us look at this ; for 
this, after all, is not a small question. 
It is a general question of what, after 
all, has been the effect of the operation 
of* that section allowing secret inquiry, 
which he blames me so much for drop- 
ping. The right hon. Gentleman on 
I'uesday night asked me how many men 
had been made amenable to the law for 
offences in Clare and elsewhere during 
the last few months. I would just like 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman what 
his secret inquiry clause did for them. 
We spent many nights in this House, I 
well remember, upon that section, and 
what is the end of it ? Thirty-four in- 
quiries were held, thirteen prosecutions 
followed, and eleven convictions. But in 
the county of Clare four inquiries only 
were held, as to which the right hon. 
Gentleman especially interrogated me — 
four inquiries were held, there were no 
prosecutions and no convictions. I do 
not triumph in that, but I show that in 



dropping the power of using Section 1 
of the Crimes Act, I have only dropped 
a weapon which was of little use to those 
who forged it, which was no use in 
the county where you would suppose 
it would be most needful, and which 
would be of no use at this moment. The 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Aimagh said to-night, in a very hand- 
some way, that he was bound to admit 
that I had done much less mischief than 
he had apprehended. I was glad to hear 
that, because there are some hon. Gentle- 
men sitting near him who have been 
going about — for example, there was the 
hon. Member for the St. Stephen's Green 
Division of Dublin — ^who said that I 
represented the embodied spirit of revo- 
lution, and desired to carry out the views 
of Dan ton and Robespierre. Sir, he says 
that I am an apologist of the September 
massacres. I am no more of an apologist 
of the September massacre than I am of 
the gunpowder plot. But in what sense 
can he say that during the time in which 
I have been in Ireland there has been 
anything like revolution ? On the con- 
trary, the figures I have quoted show 
that whatever circumstances have fol- 
lowed the change of Government — I will 
not be so arrogant as to call it an effect 
— I will leave it to others to say that — 
there has been an increase of order. My 
hon. and gallant Friend referred to the 
County of Clare, and he referred to a 
meeting of magistrates which was held 
there the other day, presided over by the 
Lord Lieutenant of that county. I have 
not a word to say against that meeting. 
I have every respect for the motives of 
those who got the meeting together, and 
I do not complain of the spirit in which 
its proceedings were conducted. But 
when those proceedings are made a 
charge against the present Irish Admin- 
istration, let us look at what those 
charges were. First, that the military 
force has been taken from Clare. Yes; but 
the military force was reduced, not in the 
year 1892, but in 1890, by the military 
authorities, with the full concurrence of 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite (Mr. 
A. J, Balfour). The second complaint 
was that we did not give the county of 
Clare its fair share of the free force of 
constabulary. The hon. Member ought 
to have known, and the magistrates must 
have known that we have no power by 
statute to increase the free forces until 
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the triennial revision, which takes place 
in 1894. But, then, you will say, you 
could increase the extra force. Is it our 
fault we did not increase the extra force ? 
It can be done, no doubt, if occasion 
arises. But mark what happened in 
March last year. The Grand Jury of 
Clare, composed mainly of those gentle- 
men who attended this meeting, asked 
for a reduction, and it was in consequence 
of their request, I presume, and with the 
full concurrence of the Government, that 
47 men were withdrawn. Then some 
figures were produced as to crime in 
Clare. They were not unfairly used, 
but more unfortunate figures for the 
theories of the hon. Gentleman I cannot 
imagine. In the year 1891 there was 
more crime in Clare than in 1892, and 
and there was more crime in the first half 
of 1892 than in the second half. These 
are the last figures I have to trouble the 
House with. Much has been said about 
Clare here and in other places. But I 
believe this statement cannot be disputed, 
that serious crimes in 1892 in Clare have 
been fewer than in any year since 1886. 
Take the murlers, firing at the person, 
killing or maiming cattle, and firing into 
dwellings. The figures are thus : 22 in 
1887, 18 in 1888, 27 in 1889,24 in 1890, 
25 in 1891, and 12 in 1892. Now I 
hope I shall not be understood for a 
moment as saying that the state of this 
county is satisfactory. Few of those 
who have ever been responsible for the 
government of Ireland for many years 
have ever been able to say that. I think 
even the right hon. Gentleman himself 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour) will admit that when 
he believed he had got the firmest hold 
upon Ireland, he knew that he had 
scarcely any hold at all upon county 
Clare. There is no general organization, 
no systematic conspiracy; but there has 
been an increase, no doubt, during the 
last three years of intimidation by local 
gangs for trivial private reasons. That 
is a state of demoralization most difilicult 
for any ndminintration to get at. All I 
can say is, that no measures are being 
relaxed, the stopping of the Crimes Act 
has had no etfect of a bad kind, and I do 
not believe that all the powers the 
Crimes Act could confer would be worth 
anything in dealing with such a state of 
society. My hon. Friend the Member 
for Clare says that there may be further 
disorder in this county unless there is a 
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revision of rents. I can assure him that 
the matter is receiving attention, not only 
in Clare, but all over Ireland, and I can 
only hope, and indeed feel pretty con- 
fident that even if such a measure should 
not become law the state of Clare will 
improve. Now, my hon. and gallant 
Friend (Colonel Saunderson) produced a 
very dramatic effect by reading a tele- 
gram from the Court of Queen's Bench 
in Dublin to-night, on the subject of 
night seizures. I will tell the House 
quite plainly how that matter stands, just 
observing, in passing, that that telegram 
is not the last word, because there ought 
to be added to it that that decision is ap- 
pealed against, and will be heard by 
another Court. [An hon. Member : 
Since the speech.] The hon. and gal- 
lant Gentleman says that the notice of 
appeal has been given since the speech. 
[An hon. Member : Whose speech ?] 
Since the speech of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman, I presume. He is quite mis- 
informed. The Crown Solicitor was 
instructed to appeal if the judgment went 
against us. This is an important ques- 
tion. It is not a question to be decided 
without taking a great deal of trouble to 
find out how the law stands. I submit 
to this House that the policy of recent 
legislation has been to restrict the levying 
of writs and other legal processes by 
night. The Irish Government doubt the 
humanity, the policy, and, in spite of 
this important judgment, the charity of 
night serving of writs. The rule which 
the present Administration has laid down 
is the rule which carried Ireland through 
from 1837 to 1860 ; but there was only 
one way of testing it. We were told by 
the Sheriffs and others that to return ^o 
the old rule was illegal. There was one 
way of testing it, and that was by put- 
ting the rule into operation, and we then 
invited the Sheriff of Kerry to test the 
legality of our action, and it is his case 
that has been heard to-day. We gave 
him every opportunity for obtaining a 
legal decision on the subject. Now, I 
want to make an observation which will 
startle right hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
A Statute was passe<l in, I think, the 
14th and loth year of the Queen, which 
made it a misdemeanour punishable by 
fine and imprisonment to execute process 
under Civil Bill decrees by night. Civil 
Bill decrees, I may explain to Englifth 
Meml'crs, correspond very much to County 
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Court Judgments iu this country. Will it 
be believed that under the government of 
law and order, out of 1,285 cases during 
the Administration of the right hon. 
Gentleman and his supporters, in which 
police protection was afforded by night, 
712 were seizures under Civil Bill de- 
crees ? That is to say, 712 were statu- 
table misdemeanours aided and abetted by 
the police of the right hon. Gentleman. 

An hon. Member : Put them in the 
dock — they ought to be impeached. 
Another hon. Member : Try them. 
Mr. J. MORLEY : Possibly he may 
have some answer to make to that re- 
mark. If not, I would call the atten- 
tion of the House to this — that these acts 
were just as unlawful as cattle maiming 
or cattle lifting. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Legal moon- 
lighting I 

Mu. J. MORLEY : The hon and 
learned Member for Mid Armagh charged 
me with making what he called a clean 
sweep in the appointment of Governors 
of County Lunatic Asylums in Ireland. 
Hon. Gentlemen in England may think 
that is a little matter, but in Ireland 
they have so little local self-govern- 
ment that small things seem great. 
The hon. and learned Member said we 
had inflicted a deliberate slight — wanton 
affront — upon those whom he called 
loyalists. I should like to explain this 
to the House, because it may prevent our 
being troubled with a great many ques- 
tions. Parliament votes one moiety of 
the cost of pauper lunatics, the other 
half is charged on the county cess, and 
that, mind you, is paid by the occupiers. 
The Lord Lieutenant nominates and 
appoints, in law, all the Governors, but, 
in practice, half are nominated by the 
Grand Jury, and the other half by the 
Lord Lieutenant. In appointing to 
Boards in 1892 the local contributory 
bodies confined their choice of representa- 
tives in some cases wholly — and in most 
cases almost wholly — to particular sections 
and a particular creed of the community. 
The hon. Gentleman who raised this 
point says he is most anxious to see 
Catholics and Nationalists placed on those 
Boards. He mentioned Armagh. The 
Roman Catholic population there is 46 
per cent. In 1892 the Grand Jury, out of 
18 members, nominated nine Protestants 
and t^o Catholics, and the Lord 
Lieutenant appointed seven Protestants 



and two Catholics. Now, our mis- 
demeanour is that in 1893 we appointed 
five Roman Catholics and four Pro- 
testants, and yet we are charged with 
ostracism. Take Downpatrick ; the Roman 
Catholic population amounts to 30 per 
cent. In 1892 the Board consisted of 16 
Protestants and two Roman Catholics. 
In 1893 the Grand Jury nominated nine 
Protestants and no Catholics, and the 
Lord Lieutenant appointed three Pro- 
testants and six Roman Catholics. I 
will give the Hous0 one more instance : 
In Letterkenny, County Donegal, the 
Roman Catholic population is 77 per 
cent. In 1892, the Board consisting of 
17 members, there were 15 Protestants 
and two Roman Catholics. In 1893, 
under the system describeil as one of 
ostracism, the Grand Jury nominated 
eight Protestants and one Roman 
Catholic, but the Lord Lieutenant has 
appointed two Protestants and seven 
Roman Catholics. I have myself gone 
through the lists with the utmost care. I 
quite admit that there may in some cases 
have been omissions of gentlemen whose 
names those concerned would be glad to 
see restored. All I have got to say is, 
the remedy is not far to seek; If one of 
the nominees of the Grand Jury will 
agree to give way, I will undertake to 
say his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant 
will substitute for him the person desired. 
This ought not to be a matter of Party 
difference. I am amazed at the violence 
and warmth of the language used by hon. 
Gentlemen on this subject. Two or 
three years ago Lord Zetland, then Vice- 
roy, met Archbishop Logue, who com- 
plained that the greater part of his co- 
religionists had been weeded out of the 
Letterkenny Board. Lord Zetland pro- 
mised to consider the claims of his 
co-religionists. What Lord Zetland 
promised he would do we have done. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite cannot com- 
plain because the late Government 
brought in a Bill for better local govern- 
ment in Ireland, though we did not hear 
much of it. If that Bill had become law 
Governors of these asylums would have 
been appointed by popular elective 
County Councils. Why, then, do any of 
you quarrel with us for endeavouring to 
make some approach to the kind of selec- 
tion you proposeil ? I have two other 
topics to allude to, but they are not un- 
important. The first is the Evicted 
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TeDaDts Commissiou. In consideriug 
the question of appointing this Commis- 
sion, I did so because I was brought face 
to face with a problem and a difficulty 
which will confront any Minister who 
now becomes responsible for the govern- 
ment of Ireland. It is not only the 
Nationalists who feel the pressure of this 
question, and I was very glad to 
observe the other night that the Leader 
of the Opposition did not attack or 
criticise the policy of reinstatement. I 
presume he was in the same mind as he 
was on rather a memorable night in June, 
1891, when he said, with a vehemence 
almost amounting to passion, that, if he 
were an Irish landlord, he would sooner 
beg his bread than give in to the Plan 
of Campaign ; but I noted farther on 
what followed. He said on that occasion 
that when the illegal conspiracy came to 
an end he would remember that, after all, 

" these men were acted ujwn by those in whose 
ailvice they thought they could trust, and that 
they were compelled " — 

I am not responsible for the right hon. 
Gentleman's history, I am only quoting — 

"by intimidation in many cases to follow 
coui-ses which they regretted, and for my own 
part, even if it were not wholly to my own 
personal and pecuniary interest, I sliouhl desire 
to restore i)eace to that part of the country in 
which my i)roperty was situatecl, and to see that 
on fair, equitable, ant I even generous terms, 
the tenants w^ere restored to their ancient homes. 
Those are the principles on which I should act." 

Mr. Speaker, the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman, or some one, has said those 
are the principles on which I have acted ; 
that the composition of the Commission 
was unfair on the face of it. [^Cheers J] 
Yes, I agree it was unfair if you wanted 
to have one more pitched battle between 
the hon. Member for Cork and the hon. 
Member for South Hunts. If vou 
wanted to fight over again the battle 
between the Iri.sh landlords and the Irish 
tenants, with everv circumstance for 
passion, of provocation, for exasperation, 
I agree my Connnissiou was not fairly 
appointed. lint I cannot conceive any- 
thing moremi^;(;hievous than the appoint- 
ment of a Commission upon any such 
principle as that would indicate. The 
Commission was not wanted to be a 
Court to try either Irish landlords or 
the Irish tenants. The hon. Member for 
Armagh spoke ot* this being a Com- 
missiou to trv landlords. He said with 
a real paroxysm of extravagance, it was 
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a scandal to make such a Commission, 
Judges disposing of property, &c. How 
can any Commission of Inquiry dispose 
of property? It is quite true that the 
majority of the Commission were 
gentlemen of Nationalist sympathies. 
[^iMughter,"] Oh ! it is a great pity that 
in all those Commissions, since the Devon 
Commission downwards, you have kept 
gentlemen of Nationalist sympathies off. 
That has been the root of mischief. 
But though they were of Nationalist 
sympathies they were not appointed to 
try a political question. Who were they? 
They were men thoroughly conversant 
with the special difficulties of the case. 
Two of them were officials of the very 
highest competency, experience, and 
responsibility in connection with the 
land question in Ireland. Mr. Reding- 
ton, a landlord and county gentle- 
man, has held public employment ; 
he has been bred in the atmosphere 
of officialism, and, I would say, even 
of landlordism. I will not go more 
fully into these small points. I want 
the House to see that this was a sin- 
cere attempt to get at the solution of 
the difficulty. Mr. Redington's speech 
was misquoted by the right hon, and 
learned Gentleman the other evening. 
What did he say ? He did not say that 
landlords were the worst enemies of that 
class in the country, but the landlords 
who supported the policy of Lord Salis- 
bury. Do hon. Gentlemen really be- 
lieve that the fact of three out of the 
four Commissioners having Nationalist 
sympathies impairs their capacity of 
judging equitably and practically of a 
practical and existing evil ? Then the 
President. What better guarantee 
could I have given to Parliament and 
the country than my invitation to an 
English Judge of great ability, full of 
those deep traditions of respect for law, 
for private rights, and for the founda- 
tions of property ? I will be quite 
frank with the House of Commons. I 
knew all along, and I know now, that it 
will be very difficult — perhaps it will be 
impossible — to settle this question 
against violent opposition from the land- 
lords. It was my plain interest to avoid 
every word and every step that could 
provoke or irritate the landlords, and 
that 1 was not unsuccessful in this was 
shown by the fact that, in spite of joiir 
discontent and suspicion with the com- 
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position of the Commission, the land- 
lords, down to the very hour when 
its proceedings l)e«^an, were will- 
m^ to bring their cases before it. 
Then you could not have believed it was 
a packed Commission. For if you believed 
it was a packed Commission you would 
have turned your backs . upon it. 
You complain that the Commission was 
partial. Hon. Members below the Gang- 
way made that complaint. Nothing short 
of a small Commission of archangels would 
have satisfied them. Why did the land- 
lords break off? Because the Presi- 
dent refused to allow counsel to cross- 
examine. I was never more amazed in 
my life than when the Leader of the 
Opposition took the point that cross- 
examination should have been allowed 
because this was a Viceregal Commission. 
What on earth has that got to do with 
it ? It does n9t matter whether the 
Commission sits by the authority of Vice- 
regal or Royal Warrant. The propriety 
of cross-examination depends upon the 
nature of the matter under investigation. 
It was a most irrelevant point. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : I laid no 
stress upon that. I pointed out that, if 
the right hon. Gentleman relied upon 
precedent, precedent is against him, but 
I said I put those matters aside. I 
distinctly recollect I said that my view 
was that this Commission could not do 
anything unless there was in it some 
machinery to carry out efficient cross- 
examination, and I endeavoured to show 
by examples that no such machinery 
existed. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I will not press 
that too heavily against the right hon. 
Gentleman. But what does he mean by 
saying precedent is against me ? Does 
he mean to say that in Viceregal Com- 
missions cross-examination has been 
universal ? There have been 13 such 
Commissions in 32 years, and of those 
Commissions seven allowed cross-exami- 
nation and six did not. Therefore the 
precedent, it is true, by a majority of 
one, is against me. 

Mr. CARSON : Did they disallow it ? 

Mk. J. MORLEY : I cannot say. 
Reference is made to the language . of 
Mr. Justice Day, and the hon. and learned 
Member for Armagh, with a recklessness 
-which, if I may so without offence, gives 
me a very indifferent idea of the accuracy 
of Conservative Members of the Irish Bar, 
said Mr. Justice Day had taken this 
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particular point about Viceregal Com- 
missions. I have read the report of what 
the Judge said at the Belfast Com- 
mission, and there is not one word about 
Viceregal Commissions in it. Mr. Justice 
Day used in 1886 at Belfast the same 
language that Mr. Justice Mathew used 
recently in Dublin. I need hardly say 
counsel were importuning him to be 
heard, but Mr. Justice Day, while ex- 
pressing his pleasiu'e at seeing so 
numerous a bar ranged before him, and 
while commenting on the assistance it 
would be in their power to afford him, 
said he wished it to be clearly under- 
stood he was not sitting there to 
administer justice between parties, nor to 
determine any issues whatever, for none 
were raised before them ; they were 
sitting simply as a Court of Inquiry, for 
the purpose of obtaining information 
which would enable them to report to 
the Crown on the matters refen-ed to 
them. Mr. Justice Day also remarked it 
was perfectly well known that the Com- 
missioners appointed to inquire into 
corrupt practices did not have counsel 
before them. Finally, he said — " I deny 
the right of counsel to interfere. I will 
not recognise it in any shape or form." 

Mk. DUNBAR BARTON : I sup- 
pose the humblest Member of this House 
may explain himself when he is accused 
of inaccuracy. I am not certain whether 
I said that Justice Day used the word 
Viceregal, but I repeat — and I do not 
think the right hon. Gentleman will deny 
it — that in the case I mentioned Justice 
Day stated that he had statutory powers 
to summon witnesses ; that distinguished 
his case from the others I referred to, 
and that was the ground on which he 
based his refusal to allow that examina- 
tion. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : At any rate,'that 
was the ground on which the landlords 
based their action. I will not go into 
the question of the exact degree of 
amenity of the learned gentlemen who 
were engaged in the case of the Evicted 
Tenants Commission ; but it is not 
denied that the proceedings of the Com- 
mission were conducted with undis- 
puted impartiality. Gentlemen who 
break the law from day to day may not 
think so. We shall in a few days have 
the Report of the Commission before us, 
and that will be the time to go fully into 
the question. I have thought it right 
to say this much in order to vindicate my 
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own motives and the motives of the Irish 
Government in &ppoiDting the Com- 
mission, and I hope to make hon. 
Gentlemen below the Gangway aware 
that they have made a great mistake in 
taking up this attitude against it. I only 
wish further to express my sense of the 
great obligation that those who care for 
a satisfactory solution of this question 
owe to the learned President, who at 
great sacrifice to himself undertook what 
has proved a thankless task — thankless 
so far as amenity and urbanity were con- 
cerned — but not thankless in good fruits, 
and I am in good hope, not knowing 
anything, that when the Commissioners 
report they will provide material for 
leading us some further way to the solu- 
tion of this difficult question. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham laid some stress on 
the question of the Gweedore prisoners. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition the other night said — 
and I was rather siirprisod to hear it-— 
that these men had been lot out without 
my taking any steps either to discover 
the Judge^s opinion or to go into the 
merits of the case. I venture to think that 
this was a most extraordinary assumption. 
Why did the right hon. Gentleman say 
that I never went into the merits of the 
case ? I read all the depositions, and 
thou, in spite of the mockery of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, I thought there 
would be no harm in fortifying my 
lay judgment by obtaining the opinion 
of the Lonl Chancellor, who is, after 
all, President of the highest Court 
of Appeal in the country. Now, the 
tirst question involved is as to the opinion 
of the Judge who tried the case. As I 
said, in answer to a question to-night, wo 
did not apply to Mr. Justice Gibson for 
a now Report, because in January, 1890, 
he had written a most careftil Report to 
the Lord Lieutenant upon a memorial of 
one of tlie prisoners. Though the 
memorial concerned only one of the 
prisoners, nevertheless the learned Judge 
took the op|)ort unity of surveying the 
leading features of the case as a whole. 
I am not going to violate usage by 
quoting words from the Judge's Report, 
but, as I have been challenged, I hope it 
is permitted mo to say that Mr. Justice 
Ctibsou was in 1890 entirely unfavour- 
able to tlie release. But I have a right 
to say, under the circumstances, that, 
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though he expressed no dissatisfaction 
with the verdict, he undoubtedly felt that 
some other verdict was conceivable. The 
Lord Chancellor took this point, that the 
evidence was open to much doubt, and 
that, even if it were less doubtful, con- 
sidering the nature of the transaction, 
three years of penal servitude was really 
an exemplary sentence. And I would 
remind the House that of the four men 
released the other day it was never 
suggested that one was the actual 
murderer. There was a law point raised 
with which I will not trouble the House, 
but the point was decided by five Judges 
against four — ^that is, only by a majority 
of one — ^and m that majority was the 
Judge — I say it without disrespect to 
him — whose sentence and discharge were 
concerned. If that Judge had not 
attended, the man Coll would have been 
discharged, and there would have been 
now no question of releasing him. A 
great point was made by the right hon. 
Member for Birmingham to-night, and 
by the Leader of the Opposition the 
other night, as to the evidence alleged to 
have been given by the Attorney General 
for Ireland. Both those right hon. 
Gentlemen made an absolute mistake as 
to the point of that evidence. The 
Leader of the Opposition made one of 
the most tremendous statements that I 
can imagine being made in a matter of 
this kind. He said that there were 
facts in the brief for the defence 
which, if known, might have ended 
in the hanging of these men. But 
if the right hon. Gentleman had reail 
the evidence with care he would have 
seen that it would not bear out his sta tea- 
men t in one single instance, and the 
Attorney General for Ireland authorizes 
me to deny without qualification that the 
facts stated in their brief touched in any 
way the point affecting the prisoners 
who were released. The right hon. 
Gentleman entirely misconceived the re- 
marks as to these men. They were glaU 
to get out of the clutches of the Crown. 
They were not the men whom we had 
released ; they were the men who were 
acquitted and discharged. What was 
the point of the right hon. Gentleman 
tlie Leader of the Opposition the other 
night, and the strong contention of the 
right hon. Member for Birmingham to* 
night ? It was that the Attomev 
General for Ireland and the hon. Member 
for Louth (Mr. Timothy Healy) had in 
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effect stated that there were facts in the 
briefs which would have condemned 
these men to be hanged if they had only 
been known. What are the facts ? There 
were 10 men indicted for murder, 13 
for conspiracy — 23 in all. Six of those 
who were indicted for murder, including 
Gallagher, were discharged ; five of those 
indicted for conspiracy, including Father 
M'Fadden, were discharged ; there were 
four of the men indicted for murder who 
received sentences of penal servitude, and 
eight indicted for conspiracy who received 
small terms of imprisonment. It is a 
strange argument that the men whose 
guilt was doubtful ought to be kept in 
prison, because the men who, in the 
opinion of their counsel, might have been 
proved guilty were let off. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That 
was not my argument. I am in the re- 
collection of the House, and I challenge 
the right hon. Gentleman to prove his 
assertion if, in the remarks he has made, 
he intended to refer to me. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : My impression is 
that I am correct. Of course, if the 
right hon. Gentleman says that it was 
not his argument, I will accept his state- 
ment. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I dis- 
tinctly say it was not my argument. 

Mr. T. p. O'CONNOR : Yes, it was. 
If the right hon. Gentleman wishes I 
will repeat it. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : If the right hon. 
Gentleman was so unsuccessful before in 
making me understand his argument, I 
do not see the use of his repeating it. 
What were the grounds of the release ? 
The release of these men depended on 
the circumstances, the time, and the 
mode of the whole transaction. The 
hon. Member for Devonport (Mr. E. 
J. Morton), in one of the most re- 
markable " first speeches " that has 
ever been made in this House — and 
I congratulate him upon it — de- 
picted with much eloquence and power 
the circumstances of this transaction. 
Well, what were the circumstances ? An 
attempt was made, under conditions of 
great excitement among the people, to 
arrest the parish priest, who was passion- 
ately revered and admired by his flock, just 
after he had performed at the altar rites 
which the people regarded as of the most 
sacred character. I do not say for a moment 
that this diminishes the criminality of 
the offence. I am never prepared to 



lighten offences of this kind. Homicide 
is homicide, and homicide of a police 
officer in the discharge of his duty is 
murder. Passion is not, of course, 
admitted as an excuse for murder ; but 
mark this — of not one of the four men 
whom we have released is it suggested 
that he was the actual murderer. I know 
that technically every one who took part 
in that fray was guilty of murder. Now 
the first ground of the release was the 
circumstances in which the transaction 
began. The second ground was the 
extremely difficult character of the 
evidence as to the identification of the 
actual participators in the crime, for 
there were more than a thousand people 
present in a state of the wildest confusion 
and excitement, and the whole affair only 
occupied two minutes ; and the third 
ground was that, having regard to the 
facts, the degree of punishment already 
suffered by the men — three years' penal 
servitude — ^was amply sufficient to satisfy 
the ends of justice, whether with regard 
to Coll or the other three men. I will 
put an additiopal ground, as to the value 
of which lawyers may judge. I can 
quite imagine that when the country is 
in a disturbed state a severe sentence 
might be passed and maintained in order 
to produce a strong and deterrent effect. 
But Donegal is now tranquil ; indeed, 
its tranquillity is complete. Not a single 
case was returned from Donegal to the 
last Winter Assizes, and therefore, I 
repeat, that on these grounds — the 
circumstances of the arrest of Father 
M'Fadden, the doubts as to the participa- 
tion of these men in the crime, and the 
punishment they have already suffered — 
the men were released. Some question 
has been raiseil about these men being 
released on ticket-of -leave. I have 
gone into precedents, and I think there 
must be some difference between Irish 
and English practice on this point. But 
it would have been absurd to require 
from these men, who live in the wild and 
distant parts of Donegal, whether they 
were rightly or wrongly released, com- 
pliance with all the conditions of tickets- 
of leave. I will detain the House no 
longer. I have nothing to add to the 
grounds of release that I have stated. I 
believe that clemency, a wise and just 
clemency, is one of the arts of govern- 
ment. For my own part, I care not what 
the decision of even this House might be 
if a vote was taken upon the matter. I 
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only know that there is no transaction in 
which I have taken a part since I entered 
pnblic life in regard to Aviiich I shall 
always look hack upon with more com- 
plete satisfaction and gratification than 
the part I have taken in the release of 
these four men. All I have to say is 
that, unlike the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, I do not profess to have waved 
any enchtinter's magic wand over Ire- 
land. I make no boast and I ask for no 
praise. It may be that our policy may 
fail, but I would say to the House what 
a great man said to it once before, " Do 
not commit the crime of wishing it to 
fail." 

Mr. darling (Deptford) : I beg 
to move the adjournment of the Debate. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
" That the Debate be now adjourned." — 
(Mr, Charles Darling.) 

•The chancellor of the EX- 
CHEQUER : There is half an hour left, 
and I am sure the House will be glad to 
hear the hon. and learned Gentleman 
during that short time. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : The right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary has 
occupied the time of the House so \o\\<r 
— an hour and a half — that it would 
scarcely be fair to ask his hon. and 
learned Friend (Mr. Carson) — who in the 
ordinary course would reply — to continue 
the Debate. I do not complain of the 
time occupied by the Chief Secretary, 
because he had a vast number of details 
to lay before the House and to range 
over a vast mass of matter ; but it would 
be impossible for my hon. and learned 
Friend to reply to that speech in the time 
left at his disposal. I therefore hope 
the suggestion of the hon. and learned 
Member for Deptford will be adopted. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said he wished 
to direct the attention of the 
House to what happened yesterday. 
The hon. and gallant Member for 
Down (Colonel Waring) moved the 
adjournment at 3 o'clock, and, to use an 
expression of Sir Stafford Northcote, 
was simply acting as a bonnet for the 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh, who to-day continued the debate. 
That evening tlie hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Deptford got up after four or i^\e 
hours Debate, apparently to go on with 
the Debate to-morrow, when they all 
knew the Member for Antrim was to 
give them a treat on the Meath elections, 

^Mr, J, Morley 



and to occupy the entire day, whilst next 
week there were 12 Amendments to the 
Address to be considered. , If they 
allowed half-a-day to each of these 
Amendments that would take another 
fortnight. On the whole he would sug- 
gest to Her Majesty's Government that 
they should show a little of the spirit of 
the late Government when Irish business 
was under consideration. 

Question put. 

The House divided: — Ayes 152; 
Noes 249. — (Division List, No. L) 

Original Question again proposed. 

Debate resumed. 

•Mr. EDWARD CARSON (Dublin 
University) : Mr. Speaker, I must ask 
the indulgence of the House if I am called 
upon for the first time to address this 
House before I have succeeded, at all 
events to my own satisfaction, in master- 
ing the details of its procedure. How- 
ever, I think the House will probably 
admit that after the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman who is now Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland — who has gone in con- 
siderable detail into the legal administra- 
tion, not only under his own Government, 
but under the Government of my right 
hon. Friend — it is only natural that one 
who has taken some part in the adminis- 
tration of the law in that country daring 
the past few years, should rise to reply 
to the right hon. Gentleman. I was 
much interested in listening to the right 
hon. Gentleman's explanation of the 
amnesty speech that hiid been quoted by 
the right hon. Member for West Bir- 
mingham. I had intended myself to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman some questions 
with reference to that speech, and I 
certainly did look with much interest to 
the explanation he would give to this 
House of what he meant when he 
addressed that large audience in Dublin in 
the terms which have been referred to bv 
the Member for West Birmingham, and 
I must say having listened to the ex- 
planation of the right hon. Gentleman 
that although he has told us at consider- 
able length what he did not mean by that 
speech, I have utterly faileil to derive any 
assistance in coming to a conclusion as to 
what he did mean. He says he dislikes the 
cramhe re pet it a of old speeches. No 
doubt he does. He says the speech did 
not refer to dynamiters. Wliat did the 
speech refer to ? But after all it is uot 
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BO much a ()uestioii of what the right 
hon. Gentleman may conceive his speech 
to refer to — that may not be a matter 
which ho even now recollects — ^but so 
far as Ireland is concerned the importance 
of the matter is this : What were the 
people in Ireland likely to understand 
from that speech ? and I understood that 
the point made earlier in the evening by 
the Member for West Birmingham was 
this — that what the people of Ireland 
understood was well expressed by the 
speech of the Member for Waterford 
which he quoted. And if the right hon. 
Gentleman desires further to see what is 
the meaning attached to his words, I 
would ask him just to take the trouble to 
read an interesting pamphlet recently 
published by the Member for Waterford, 
entitled " The Case for Amnesty," and 
on the back of which he will find printed 
in detail the very words which had been 
quoted by the right hon- . Member for 
West Birmingham. I think I know 
something of Ireland, and I may tell the 
right hon. Gentleman that there* is nothing 
more dangerous in that country than to 
be using words which may bear one 
construction in his mind, but which may 
bear another constnictiou in the minds of 
those that listened to him. The right 
hon. Gentleman proceeded to deal with 
the different matters upon which he has 
been assailed in his administration, and it 
was because I thought, having regard to 
the very able and powerful speech that 
he had made, that it was necessary to go 
in considerable detail into these matters^ 
that I suggested to my right hon. friend 
it might be more convenient to adjourn 
the debate until to-morrow. However, 
as the House has not acceded to what 
appeared to me a fair and reasonable 
proposition, I feel bound to proceed to 
analyse the administration of the right 
hon. Gentleman — an administration at 
which he seems to look with such pro- 
foimd satisfaction at the present time. 
The right hon. Gentleman commenced 
by a reference to the provisions of the 
Crimes Act, which he has repealed and 
which was the first heroic act of the 
right hon. Gentleman in Ireland. It 
was somewhat amusing to see him 
fall back upon the consideration of his 
own statistics — statistics got up in 
Dublin Castle. I should like to know 
how often has the right hon. Gentleman 
from this very Bench referred to the 
statistics of my right hon. Friend in terms 



of considerable disparagement, and I can 
only say that before I shall know what 
was the value to be placed on those 
statistics I should like to know what is 
the basis upon which the statistics have 
been prepared. Of course I admit the 
right hon. Geutleman^s statistics so far 
as they are statistics, but when he takes 
credit to himself for a diminution of 
crime in Ireland during the six months 
that he has been in office, I would like 
to remind him that the diminution he has 
referred to is of such a trifling character 
that it is almost unnecessary to consider 
it at all ; and I am reminded by my right 
hon. Friend that the Member for Mid- 
lothian has over and over again stated 
in this House that you cannot attach 
any particular importance to a slight 
change in statistics occurring within a 
few months of a change of Government. 
The right hon. Gentleman says crime 
has not increased in Ireland, but I should 
like to ask him how much agrarian crime 
has he detected since his regime ? I 
should like to ask this further question, 
How many of these agrarian criminals 
have been brought to justice ? The 
right hon. Gentleman referred to inquiries 
held under the first clause of the Crimes 
Act ; that is the clause which he says 
had not been very successfully used by 
his predecessor in office. Far and away 
more important than that provision, are 
the provisions relating to special juries, 
and change of venues ; and I notice that 
while the right hon. Gentleman gave us 
many details as regards the County of 
Clare, as to the section under which the 
special inquiries are held, he said not 
one single word as regards the number of 
criminals brought to justice by the special 
jury and change of venue section. And 
while the right hon. Gentleman went 
into vast detail as regards statistics of 
the recent Winter Assizes — about which 
I shall have something to say before I 
have done — he never told us what he 
might have told us, namely, how many 
of these agrarian criminals, who un- 
doubtedly exist in the County of Clare 
and elsewhere in Ireland, and who un- 
doubtedly have committed outrages of a 
terrible character, since the right hon. 
Gentleman came into power — ^had 
been brought forward at the recent 
Winter Assizes, and hbw many were con- 
victed. But I can supply the right hon. 
Gentleman with the deficiency of informa- 
tion, because I am aware of this, and I 
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assert it boldly before the right hon. 
Gentleman, that in no case of an agrarian 
nature, that is, agrarian crime proper, 
which was tried at the recent Winter 
Assizes, even with the benefit of change 
of venue, was the right hon. Gentleman 
successful in getting one single convic- 
tion. As further evidence of the great 
success of his administration, the right 
hon. Gentleman said rents were better 
paid now than ever before. Now, I ask 
hon. Members for agricultural consti- 
tuencies in England to note that admis- 
sion, because, if there is one thing more 
than another I have heard in speeches, 
outside Irish speeches or questions re- 
lating to Ireland, in this Debate, it is 
the year through which we have just 
passed was, above all years, one in which 
there has been a great agricultural de- 
pression, and it is certainly a curious co- 
incidence that in the vear in which there 
is this great agricultural depression we 
should find the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land boasting that the rents are particu- 
larly well paid in Ireland. 

It being Midnight, the Debate stood 
adjourned. 

Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 



MO riONS, 



RBGISTRATIOK OF ELECTORS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

The president op the LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. H. 
Fowler, Wolverhampton, E.) asked for 
leave to introduce a Bill to enable persons 
to be registered for the purpose of Parlia- 
mentary, County, and Municipal Elec- 
tions with more speed and accuraev. 

Mr. T. M. IIEALY (Louth, N!) said 
he wanted to say a word on this subject. 
He observed that the Bill referred not 
only to Parliamentary and Municipal but 
to Count V Conni'il Elections. The Sec- 
retary for Scotland had given notice of a 
Registration Bill as regarded Scotland, 
and he wanted to know if an Irish Regis- 
tration Bill was to be introduced. 

Mr. H. II. FOWLER : No. 

Mr. T. M. IIEALY said that if the 
right hon. Gentleman said that he was 
not going to bring in an Irish Registra- 
tion Bill, then he would say that, of all 
countries in the worlc^ ' ' ' ~*h1 of a 
Registration Bill, Ir 'st in 

need of one. He co "^use 

Mr. Edward C 



that he would not allow one stage of the 
English Registration Bill to pass imtil 
Ireland was included in it. 

The CHANCELLOR of the EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir W. Harcourt, Derby) 
hoped the hon. Member would not object 
to the Bill being introduced. It was of 
great importance. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR said he had no 
objection to the Bill being introduced, 
but he had the strongest objection to its 
being introduced without some explana- 
tion to the House. He recollected that 
last Session he was not allowed to in- 
troduce Bills without a preliminary 
speech, and he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman would only be following 
practice if upon a Bill of such importance 
as this— one of the most important, he 
understood, in the Government pro- 
gramme — ^he made some sort of explana- 
tion. 
*Sir W. harcourt thought that 
was so with regard to highly contentious 
Bills, but a line should be drawn between 
those Bills which were highly contentious 
and such a one as was now under dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY was contitming 
his observations, when 

Mr. speaker said: The hon. 
Member is not in order. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Then I object. 

Leave was consequently refused. 

DRAINAGE SEPARATION BILL. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 113.] 

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT (iRELAND) 
ACT (1887) REPEAL BILL. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 114.] 



ACCIDENTS NOTIFICATION BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Burt, Bill to amend the 
Law relating to the Notification of Accidents, 
onlered to be broujcht in by Mr. Burt, Mr. 
Mundella, and Mr. Asquith. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [ Bill 1 15.] 

REGIMENTAL DEBTS (CONSOLIDATION) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Woo<lall, Bill to consolidate 
and amend the Law relating to the payment of 
Regimental Debts, and the collection and disposal 
of the effects of Officers and soldiers in case of 
death, desertion, insanity, and in other msos, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Woodall and 
Mr. Campbell-Bannerman. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 116.] 
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COINAGE BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Bill to make further Provision for the 
BxiMjnscs of " The Coinage Act, 1891," ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Sir John Hibbert, and Mr. Causton. 

Bill presented, and rea^l first time. [Bill 117.] 

employers' liability bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Secretary Asquith, Bill to 
amend the Law relating to the Liability of 
Employers for injuries to their workmen, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary 
Asquith, Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Herbert 
Gladstone, and Mr. Burt. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 118.] 

FIRMS REGISTRATION BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Albert RoUit, Bill to pro- 
vide for the Registration of Firms, ordered to 
be brought in by Sir Albert R«llit, Sir Staf- 
ford Northcote, Sir Bernhard Samuelson, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Mr. Lockwood, Colonel 
Howard Vincent, Mr. Arthur O'Connor, and 
Mr. Barran. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 119.] 

ARTIFICIAL MANURES, &C., ADULTERA- 
TION BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Channing, Bill for the 
better prevention of frauds in the manufac- 
ture and sale of artificial manures and feeding 
stufEs, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Halley Stewart, Mr. Cobb, Dr. 
Farquharbon, Mr. Lambert, and Mr. Everett. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 120.] 

PLACES OF WORSHIP (siTES) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. John Ellis, Bill to give 
further faciliites for the acquisition of Sites for 
Places of Worship, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. John Ellis, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Perks, Mr. 
Henry J. Wilson, and Mr. J. C. Williams. 

Bill presented, and reatl first time. [Bill 121.] 

MARKET gardeners' COMPENSATION 

BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Edmund liCchmere, Bill to 
extend the provisions of '* The Agricultural 
Holdings (England) Act, 188:i," so far as they 
relate to Market Ganlens, ordered to Ixj 
brought in by Sir Edmund Lechmere. Mr. 
Jesse Collinn, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hart land, 
Sir Algernon Borthwick, and Sir Richard 
Temple. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 122.] 

MAR(JARINE ACT (1887) AND SALE OF 
FOOD AND DRUGS ACT (1875) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Horace Plunkett, Bill to 
amend " The Margarine Act, 1887," and *'Tlie 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1876," orderetl to 
be brought in by Mr. Horace Plunkett, Mr. 
Barton, Mr. Amold-Forster, and Mr. Butcher. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 123.] 



INTOXICATING LIQUORS LOCAL VETO 
(IRELAND) BILL. 
On Motion of Mr. Johnston, Bill to enable 
the Ratepayers of any locality to veto the issue 
of Licences for the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Johnston, Mr. Pinkerton, Mr. John Barry, and 
Mr. Wolff. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 124.] 

TENANTS (IRELAND) REINSTATEMENT 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Timothy Harrington, Bill 
for the Reinstatement of Evicted Tenants in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Timothy Harrington, Mr. John Redmond, Dr. 
Kenny, and Mr. Clancy. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 126.] 

MINES REGULATION ACT (1887) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Leake, Bill to amemd • The 
Mines Regulation Act, 1887,*' ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Leake, Mr. Pickard, Mr. 
David Randell, Mr. Abraham, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. 
Cremer, and Mr. Woods. 

Bill jiresented, and read first time. [Bill 126.] 

LONDON MARKETS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Montagu, Bill to enable 
the London County Council to establish or 
purchase Markets in the administrative 
County of London, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Montagu, Mr. Howell, Mr. Pickersgill, 
Mr. James Rowlands, and Mr. James Stuart. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 1 27.] 

MERCHANDISE MARKS (fILES) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Stuart- Wortley, Bill to 
amend the Merchandise Marks Acts in respect 
of the marking of Files, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Stuart- Wortley, Sir Ellis Ashmead- 
Bartlett, and Colonel Howard Vincent. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 128.] 

TRADE DISPUTES (ARBITRATION) AND 
CONCILIATION BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Butcher, Bill to establish 
Councils of Conciliation and Arbitration in 
Trade Disputes, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Butcher, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, 
Sir George Baden- Powell, Mr. Fisher, Mr. 
Webster, Sir Seymour King, Mr. Wyndham, 
Admiral Field, and Baron Henry de Worms. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 129.] 

CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD (iRELAND) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Mains, Bill to amend the 
Law relating to the Congested Districts Board 
in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Mains, Sir Thomas Esmonde. Mr. Arthur 
O'Connor, Mr. Dillon, Mr. William O'Brien, 
Mr. Crilly, and Mr. M. Austin. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 130.] 

WAGES (IRELAND) BILL. 
On Motion of Mr. M'Gilligan, Bill to pro- 
vide for the weekly payment of Wagea in cer- 
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tain cases in Ireland, onlered to be brought in 
by Mr. MKJilligan, Mr. Justin M'Carthy, Mr. 
Sexton, Mr. O'Keeffe, Mr. Tuite, and Mr. 
Edwaiid M'Hugh. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 131.] 



GROUND GAME BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Laml)ert, Bill to extend 
the provisions of "The Ground Game Act, 
1880, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lam- 
bert, Earl C5omi)ton, Mr. Channing, Mr. Lut- 
trell, and Mr. Billson. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 132.] 

FOREIGN MEAT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Lambert, Bill for the 
identification of Foreign Meat, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Lambert, Mr. Billson, Mr. 
Yerburgh, and Mr. Luttrell. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 133.] 

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO CHILDREN 
• BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Richard Webster, Bill to 
amend the Law for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Children, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Bichard Webster and Mr. Byrne. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 134.] 

LAW OF EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES 

BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Richard Webster, Bill to 
amend the Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Richard Web- 
ster, Sir Edward Clarke, and Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 135.] 

TOWN HOLDINGS (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. MoUoy, Bill to amend the 
Law relating to Town Holdings in Ireland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Molloy, Mr. 
8exton« and Mr. Maurice Healy. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 136.] 

COUNTY COUNCILS (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Kennedy, Bill to establish 
County Councils in Ireland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Kennedy, Mr. Sexton, Mr. 
William 0*Brien, Mr. O'Keeffe, and Mr. Finu- 
cane. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [ Bill 137.] 

SALMON FISHERIES AND DEER FORESTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Dr. Mac Gregor, Bill to amend 
the Law relating to Salmon Fisheries and Deer 
Forests in Scotland, ordered to be brought in 
by Dr. Mac Gregor, Mr. Birkmyre, Mr. Gourley, 
and Dr. Clark. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 138.] 

POOR LAW GUARDIANS (iRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. O'Keeffe, Bill to amend 
the I^w regulating the election and constitu- 
tion of the Boanis of Guardians in Ireland, 
onlered to be brought in by Mr. O'Keeffe, Mr. 
Sexton, Mr. Maurice Healy, Mr. Finucane, Mr. 
Kennedy, Mr. Sheehy, and Mr. Pinkerton. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 139.] 



SHOP HOURS ACT (1892) AMENDMENT 

BILL. 
On Motion of Mr. Provand, Bill to amend 
" The Shop Hours Act, 1892," ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Provand, Mr. Channing, Mr. 
Seton-Karr, Mr. Samuel Smith, and Mr. 
Jennings. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 140.] 

VOLUNTEER FORCES (jURY EXEMPTION) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Colonel Howard Vincent, Bil l 
to relieve efficient Volunteers from Jury Duty 
ordered to be brought in by Colonel Howard' 
Vincent. Viscount Bury, Colonel Hughes, Sir 
Albeit Bollit, Sir James Whitehead, Sir Joseph 
Savory, Mr. Disraeli, and Mr. Cavendish. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 141.] 



PVBLIC TRUSTEE BILL. 

On Motion of Colonel Howard Vincent, Bill 
for the appointment of a public trustee and 
executor, ordered to be brought in by Colonel 
Howard Vincent, Mr. Warmington, and Mr. 
Hobhouse. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 142.] 

CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD (IRE- 
LAND) (no. 2) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. John Kedmond, Bill to 
extend the operation of the Congested Districts 
Board in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. John Re<lmond, Mr. Clancy, Dr. Kenny, 
and Mr. Hayden. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 143.] 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACQUISITION OF 

LAND IN MIDDLESEX RESTRICTION 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Bigwood, Bill to restrict 
the powers of local or other authorities out- 
side the County of Middlesex to acquire lands 
in that county, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Bigwood, Mr. Howard, Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
Mr. Ambrose, and Sir Frederick Dixon-Hart* 
land. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 144.] 

CONTROVERTED ELETJTIONS (JUDG- 
MENTS) BILL. 

Ordered, That Copies of all the shorthand 
writers' notes of the Judgments of the Elec- 
tion Judges on Petitions against the return 
of Members of this House since the last 
General Election, and during the present 
Session of Parliament, be printed. — (-Vr. 
Secretary Asquith,) 

House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes after Twelve odock. 



^67 Address im Answer to {3 February, 1893} the QueenU Speech, 858 



St 



85 






U 
O 



s 

Q 
o 



HOUS E OF LORDS, 
Fridai/, 3rd Februart/ 1898. 



Several Lords — Took the Oath. 

BOLL OF THE LOBDS. 

The Lord Chancellor acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
bad prepared and laid it on the Table: The 
same was ordered to be printed. (No. 3.) 

IKDLA. COUNCILS BILL. 

ViscouxT CROSS: Mj Lords, seeing 
the Leader of this House, the Secretary 
of State for India, in his place, I wish 
to ask him a question of which I have 
just given him private notice. It is 
whether he can tell the House when he 
will be able to make anj statement with 
regard to the regulations for putting in 
force the India Councils Act of last 
Session ? 

The LORD PRESIDENT of the 
COUNCIL AXD SECRETARY of 
STATE FOB INDIA (The Earl of 
Kim berlet) : M j Lords, I daresaj the 
noble Yiseoont has observed that two of 
the rales have been brought into force 
alreadv, the Rule allowing disca^sion on 
financial statements and the Rule allow- 
ing questions to be addressed to the 
Go vernment with regard totbeotb^regu- 
«< lations have all been sent home bv 
^ Jjoid Lansdowne, and have been for 



time under consideration* We 
have not vet eompletel v arrived at a eon- 
elusion with regard to one of tbeoi, bat 
there is do serious difficultv in the wav, 
and I have no doubt that in a fhf/rt tune 



most of the Debate on the Address In 
their Lordships* House, he dosireil to 
make a few remarks on another suhjeiit. 
He was not going to invostlgato the 
heterogenous materials of which the 
Programme of llor Majesty's Oororn- 
ment, as set forth in tlie Hpoech from the 
Throne, was composed. Doubt Iohh the 
House was not supposed to take that Pro- 
gramme very seriously, as, indeed, Lord 
Spencer had frankly stated. The noble 
Earl last night, in the name of the 
Government, explained quite frankly 
that, have pledge<l themselves U» a grijiit 
many measures during the last six y<5ars, 
the Government thought it a<lvisable so 
far to fulfil those ple^lges as U) make 
mention of many measures in the Qu<5<;n's 
Speech, although there was no |K>sMibillty 
whatever of those measures ever tK> 
coming law. He thought the proiMsr 
moral of that was not that an im- 
possible QueenV H(>eech was dtmlr' 
able, but that it wa« undr^sirable 
to give pledges Ut the isfmnihtiMUiUm 
which they knew perfectly well they Umi 
no intention or \Hfwer of fuJAIIirig* It 
was all vfsry well making iln^i candid 
and somewhat cynical avowals in 
that House; but why wem not noble 
Lords and their frmuU e^iually honest up 
their constituencies in explaining that 
their plerlges meant nothing m/^re tlian 
the sba/lowy sati«<fa/;tion of a mention m 
the Queeo*s Speech, and that tli^y haui 
no intention whMever tfi att/^njH^ 
ing to cafTT tljose j/rotutned HilJs tut^p 
I law or eveo of placing Bills apon 
those tnhyht^tn ufjon t\ie TMe in 
either Hou<$e of PaHiaoMmt ? X#/i 
content, however, even with tite iratn^M^ 
volume iii tue itn*i^ti\ Speeeh, it a|^ 
peared that the Priiri« 3linl*t^ l«a/l 
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Contiaental countries, and let a thorough 
investigation be made of the subject. 
But this Commission was of quite a 
diiFerent complexion, and must be looked 
at in the light derived from the speech 
that Mr. Gladstone made amid the 
appropriate mists of Suowdon some little 
time ago. It appeared that the owners 
of landed property in Wales had been 
unfortunate enough to incur Mr. Glad- 
stone's displeasure. He was not satis- 
fied with the deductions they had made 
from their rents, and, therefore, their 
conduct must be inquired into. This 
Royal Commission to inquire into the 
land system in Wales was a direct out- 
come of Mr. Gladstone's Speech. He 
protested against such interference with 
the exercise of private rights. The 
proposed Commission was nothing more 
nor less than an inquisitorial visitation 
into the private business of certain 
private individuals — men who were not 
accused of doing anything in any way 
beyond the law, but who had not ad- 
ministered their properties in a way 
which the Prime Minister approved of. 
However tempting it might be as an 
owner of land in Wales to court full 
inquiry, he protested against this pro- 
posed action. He protested against 
Parliament turning itself into a sort of pri- 
vate inquiry office ; he protested against 
such interference in the private affairs 
of private individuals, and against such 
arbitrary, despotic action on the part of 
the Executive. This looked ominously 
like taking a leaf from the Parnellite 
book. That most astute organiser of 
men bought the adliesion of one class 
in Ireland to his political Separatiht 
ideas by money obtained for them 
from the pockets of another class 
in Ireland, a very simple and efficacious, 
but, he ventured to say, an exceedingly 
immoral proceeding. He protested 
against this on account also of 
the injury to agriculture that must 
ensue throughout the whole country. 
The noble Earl the Lord President of 
the Council (Lord Kimberley) made light 
of the effects on agriculture, that doubt 
and distrust as to the security of capital 
could produce. Did he think that owners 
of land in Wales would be encouraged to 
invest their capital in keeping their 
estates and farm buildings in good order 
and that they would be encouraged to 
assist farmers by liberal reductions in 
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their rent with such an inquiry as this 
hanging over their heads ? Did he 
think that such an inquiry would inspire 
confidence among landowners in England ? 
There was no difference whatever in the 
system of land tenure, or practically in 
the system of management of landed 
estates in England and in Wales. A 
similar inquiry might be undertaken to- 
morrow in England or in any county in 
England at the pleasure of the Govern- 
ment. The proposed action on the part 
of the Government could not fail to react 
injuriously on agriculture, and he would 
be glad to be informed by Her Majesty's 
Government what they considered the 
land question was in Wales, and in what 
way it was different from other parts of 
Great Britain. Landowners in every 
part of the country had a right to expect 
information on those points. And now^ 
with regard to Ireland, he did not intend 
to occupy the time of the House in going^ 
over the ground that had been so well 
explored by his noble Friend the Marquess 
of Londonderry, in making good his 
general contention that the action of the 
Government during the last six months 
had been detrimental to the peace and 
prosperity of Ireland. The noble and 
learned Lord upon the Woolsack took 
great exception to the facts and figures 
quoted by the noble Marquess as being 
unofficial, and grew eloquent on the 
theme that they had no right to rely on 
figures as true which were not derived 
from an official source, or on anything 
stated in the public newspapers — ^that, in 
fact, nothing in the world was reliable 
except statistics in Blue Books. He was 
always glad to quote from Blue Books 
where possible ; but really the noble and 
learned Lord appeared to carry his rever- 
ence for Blue Books to the verge of 
superstition, and whether the statistics 
there to be found were accurate or 
not, it was scarcelv the fact that 
truth was not to be culled from 
other sources also. They on that side 
of the House were not to blame if they 
could not quote from official Returns of 
the last six mouths during which time 
the Government had been in Office; they 
were not yet published, but the noble 
Marquess (Lord Londonderry) had re- 
ferred to sources not unreliable, the 
Charges of Judges, the records of out- 
rages derived from the ordinary source of 
information — the newspapers — and he had 
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adduced in evideuce a meeting of the 
magistrates of the County Clare con- 
vened by the Lord Lieutenant of that 
county. Whether such evidence was in 
every item absolutely correct or not, 
their Lordships must admit it carried so 
much weight that the onus of proof to 
the contrary lay with the other side of 
the House. If they could prove that 
that information was incorrect, well and 
good ; but he submitted they had done 
nothing of the kind, and it therefore de- 
served to be accepted as fairly accurate 
by their Lordships' House. He had 
some knowledge and some little experi- 
ence of the southern and westeru por- 
tions of Ireland. He had the doubtful 
privilege of possessing some little pro- 
perty — very little, he was glad to say — 
in the Counties of Kerry and Clare, and 
a little more in the adjoining County 
Limerick. In that county he was born, 
and there he principally lived and lived, he 
was thankful to say, in peace. Though 
he might have no intelligence, he had at 
least some local instincts, and it would 
take many columns of statistics to con- 
vince him that, as far as agrarian crime 
was concerned, the country had not de- 
teriorated during the last few months. 
A great deal was said about the fact that 
agrarian crime throughout the country 
generally had diminished, and that they 
had no right to pick out particular 
counties. He entirely denied that the 
condition of crime throughout the whole 
country should alone be considered, and 
no Government had a right to dispense 
with powers which would enable them to 
detect and prevent crime in particular 
districts or counties or parts of them. He 
would not argue the point whether 
crime of this nature had diminished or 
not throughout Ireland as a whole. His 
point was that, whatever might be the 
condition of crime throughout the coun- 
try, if it was increasing in any particular 
county or district, if it could not be 
dealt with by ordinary powers of the 
law in any particular county and district, 
the Executive were not justified in 
abandoning powers which in that par- 
ticular county or district would enable 
them to put down crime. What com- 
fort was it to a law-abiding citizen in 
County Clare, who went about in terror 
of his life, to be told that agrarian crime 
was diminishing in Ireland ? The first 
duty of the Executive, the main end and 



object of any Government, was to afford 
proper security for life, property, and 
liberty in every portion of its jurisdic- 
tion. The system of averages might be 
very conveniently adopted in some 
cases ; but it was a poor consolation to 
the unfortunate persons whose lives and 
properties were, insecure in certain dis- 
tricts in Ireland. The noble and 
learned Lord upon the Woolsack spoke 
about the Gweedore case, and appealed 
to their sense of humanity whether he 
was not perfectly justified in letting 
those murderers loose upon society. He 
informed their Lordships, also, that the 
ordinary course had been pursued, that 
the Judge who had tried the case had 
reported, and that he was fully justi- 
fied in recommending the clemency of 
the Crown. But the Judge reported 
two years ago. Why was he not 
asked to report again ? Why wa* 
an unusual course pursued in this 
case ? He knew of no instance 
when the Lord Chancellor of Eng- 
land had been consulted as to 
whether the clemency of the Crown 
should be extended to prisoners con- 
victed in Ireland for an offence com- 
mitted in that country. Was the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland consulted in the 
matter ? If so, what did he say ? And if 
not, why not ? Under ordinary circum- 
stances the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 
not the Lord Chancellor of England, 
would have been the proper person to 
consult. That would have been the 
ordinary course. 

The lord CHANCELLOR : I be- 
lieve he was consulted in addition to 
myself. 

The Earl of DUNRAVEN said, 
that the substitution of the highest legal 
authority in England for the highest legal 
authority in Ireland was a somewhat 
strange and curious comment upon the 
Government's idea of Home Rule. Her 
Majesty's Government appeared to think 
Ireland perfectly capable of managing 
her own affairs, and that her dependence 
upon England should be of the most 
slender kind, but the course they had 
adopted in this matter seemed hardly 
consistent with that idea. The noble and 
learned Lord had appealed to their Lord- 
ships' sentiments of mercy and charity ; 
and they must have been touched by the 
pleading of the noble and learned Lord 
that a man might in a moment of passion 
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commit a terrible offence and be convicted 
for a long term of penal servitude which 
might justly be commuted in consideration 
of the fact that the offence had been 
committed in a moment of great ex- 
citement. These facts were generally 
taken into consideration by the jury 
and by the Judge. But this was a 
peculiar case. The case of the murder 
of Sub-Inspector Martin was no ordinary 
one. He was executing a warrant, and 
was killed in the execution of that duty. 
It was no private quarrel. It was a case 
of resistance to the law. The noble and 
learned Lord said that this release would 
have attracted no attention if it had 
occurred in England. Would the noble 
Lord give an instance where a man in 
the position of Sub-Inspector Martin had 
been murdered in England in executing 
a warrant and where the murderers had 
been similarly released ? Though the 
noble and learned Lord might not have 
been actuated by political motives, he 
must have known (at any rate, he ought 
to have known)that his action would lead 
to grave political and social consequences. 
He absolved the noble and learned Lord 
at once from any sympathy with crime, 
or any desire to extenuate crime, but he 
could not suppose the noble and learned 
Lord had failed to apprehend the inevit- 
able consequences which his action must 
have upon Ireland. The noble and 
learned Lord spoke of the Commission 
for the reinstatement of the evicted 
tenants, and attempted to traverse the 
argument that it was a partisan Commis- 
sion by stating that it could not be 
partisan, because neither landlords nor 
tenants were upon it. What had that to 
do with the matter ? What they con- 
tended was that the Commission was 
partisan in its constitution, that it was 
composed of individuals perfectly well- 
known to be partisan in their proclivities, 
whereas the landlord's interest was not 
in any way represented on the Commis- 
ision. It might as well be said that a 
Commission to inquire into vivisection 
was not partisan, notwithstanding all its 
members were Anti-Vivisectionists, be- 
cause the dogs, cats, and other animals to 
be operated upon were not upon it. He 
presumed the object of a Commission, 
whether it was Viceregal or Royal, was 
to arrive at the truth ; and in a case like 
this, to forbid cross - examination by 
counsel, was to make it absolutely im- 
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possible to arrive at the truth. But 
what he mainly objected to about this 
Commission of Mr. Morley's was not so 
much the method as the nature of the 
Reference. It was supposed to be insti- 
tuted to carry out Clause 13 of the Act 
of 1891. That clause enabled landlords, 
if they thought fit, to sell their property 
to tenants who had been evicted ; but 
the arrangement lay with the landlords. 
If the tenant had been evicted through 
misfortune, through no particular fault of 
his own, the landlord could, if he chose, 
still avail himself, and allow the tenant 
to avail himself, of the privileges of the 
Land Purchase Act. This Commission 
was an entirely different matter. It was 
to be compulsory, and evicted tenants 
were to be put back again, though, as 
Lord Londonderry had said, they were 
fraudulent bankrupts. It was not insti- 
tuted to discover whether a tenant should 
be reinstated or not. It was instituted 
to find out the best means of reinstating 
them. It was appointed with its finding 
stated for it in the Reference, and he did 
not believe that a Commission of that kind, 
whether Viceregal or Royal, had ever 
before been issued in the United Kingdom. 
The noble Earl (Lord Spencer) spoke 
about the Lunatic Asylums Boards. He 
appeared to think that a man's religion 
qualified or disqualified him from serving 
on any Board of Administration, and he 
attempted to prove the righteousness of 
having a proper proportion of Pro- 
testants and Catholics upon these Boards. 
But what on earth had religion got to do 
with a thing of this kind ? The noble 
Earl went so far as to say that because 
the majority of the lunatics were 
Catholics the majority of the Board 
ought to be Catholics. He might with 
equal logic have said that because the 
majority of the lunatics to be dealt with 
were insane therefore the majority of 
the Board should be insane. He* could 
not conceive anything more utterly un- 
reasonable, more utterly contrary to all 
the dictates of the most ordinary common- 
sense than the process which the Go- 
vernment had carried on of turning out 
men of proved integrity and proved 
intelligence, who had devoted long lives 
to doing excellent w^ork, simply on 
account of their religious belief. Her 
Majesty's Government were indignant at 
the idea expressed of their sympathising 
with crime. He did not for a moment 
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accuse the Government of sympathising 
with crime, but simply with what their 
actions had shown — namely, the most 
complete ignorance on the subject of 
Ireland, and an absolute incapacity for 
governing that country. He wished to 
treat the Gracious Speech with the utmost 
respect; but it was evident that the para- 
graph in the Queen's Speech relating to 
the improvement as regarded agrarian 
crime had been dictated by Her Majesty's 
advisers rather in a sense of humour than 
with a full and clear appreciation of the 
facts. The fact that their sympathies 
appeared to be with criminals was, no 
doubt, due to coincidence. It was a 
coincidence, no doubt, that Mr. Morley 
issued this Commission to reinstate 
evicted tenants, members or dupes of a 
criminal conspiracy, at a time when the 
reinstatement of those evicted, tenants 
was a financial and political necessity for 
the allies of the Government in Ireland. 
It was a coincidence that excellent men 
who happened to be Protestants were 
removed from the Asylums Board to 
make room for Catholics at a time when the 
clerical party, supporting Her Majesty's 
Governn^ent, demanded consideration at 
their hands. It was a coincidence 
that prisoners had been released at a 
time when the release of those prisoners 
was clamoured for by an Irish Party 
upon whose votes Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment depended for their maintenance in 
power. Those were mere coincidences 
— ^unfortunate ones, no doubt. He 
noticed that the noble Lord who moved 
the Address, in speaking on this ques- 
tion, used the expression " local self- 
government," while the noble Lord who 
seconded it invariably adopted the 
expression " Home Rule." Now, there 
was an enormous difference between 
the two expressions, as they were generally 
understood. With regard to local self- 
government, he entertained very strong, 
and what some of those among whom he 
lived in Ireland might regard as very 
advanced, opinions. He was warmly in 
favour of a large and liberal measure of 
local self-government being granted to 
Ireland, for he had great faith in the 
educating effect of responsibility, in the 
advantages to be gained by affording 
useful employment for the energies of 
people, and by gratifying their natural 
ambition to manage their own local 
a&irs. There might be some trouble I 



and difficulty at first, there might 
be to some extent maladministra- 
tion, and difficulties might arise from the 
natural results of a delight in the ex- 
ercise of unusual powers, but he had not 
the slightest doubt as to the ultimate 
result. The Irish people were certainly 
not fools. They were by nature aristo- 
cratic in their ideas, and if they were 
administering their own local affairs they 
would in a very short time take good 
care to administer them well. The 
course now pursued for instance in 
Private Bill legislation was a great 
grievance to Ireland. But between the 
devolution of powers to Local 
Bodies in Ireland under one supreme 
Parliament and the creation of another 
and a separate Parliament, controlling- 
and practically selecting its own Execu- 
tive, there was a fundamental difference 
a difference not of degree, but of kind. 
Even if he had time he would not 
attempt to discuss Home Rule* 
It was, in his opinion, little 
better than a waste of time to discuss 
that impossible craze. Home Rule. 
What was the condition of public senti- 
ment on that question ? Home Rule as 
the Irish understood it, and if it were to 
be anything like that proposed by the 
former Bill, was what had been ardently 
pressed for by the open and avowed 
enemies of England and America. It 
was ardently desired by some honest but 
mistaken enthusiasts in Ireland, and it 
was rather languidly acquiesced in by 
the majority in that country. It was 
vehemently repudiated by the minority 
— not a small one, and one they 
must remember that comprised prac- 
tically all the wealth of the country, not 
only in capital, but in skilled industry, and 
cultivated intelligence. Great Britain 
had pronounced against it, and England 
had done so in words to which they 
could not possibly shut their ears. How 
was it possible, therefore, to dream of 
carrying a great constitutional change in 
the system of union that existed between 
the different parts of the United King- 
dom in the face of such forces and such 
opposition as this ? It was because Ire- 
land was deprived of constructive legis- 
lation she needed while the Government 
persisted in an impossible policy, and be- 
cause he knew the evil results that 
would be produced by Home Rule that 
he so strongly opposed it. Ireland was to 
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wait for relief in matters which pressed 
hardly upon her, such as the inconvenience 
and cost of attending at Westminster in 
Private Bill legislation while Government 
were insisting upon carrying out their 
idea of Home Rule. The Party oppo- 
site seemed to think that they had some 
kind of monopoly of sympathy with the 
Irish people. Nothing of the kind. 
Many of their Lordnhips were born 
in Ireland and had* lived there for the 
greater portion of their lives, they knew 
the country and loved it, knew the people 
and loved them, and in spite of the enor- 
mous temptation, especially amongst 
the smaller lauded proprietors in 
Ireland, to make friends with the Mammon 
of unrighteousness, they had stoutly re- 
sisted temptation. They were opposed to 
this measure of Home Rule, and as long 
as they could they would contiuue to 
oppose it. 

The Earl of BELMORE said, he 
would first refer to certain matters relat- 
ing to the Evicted Tenants Commission, 
as he happened to be a member of the 
Landlords Convention Executive Com- 
mittee, which was responsible for the 
advice given to the Irish Landlords, and 
taken by the majority, not the whole of 
them, not to appear before the Com- 
mission. Several objections to it had 
been already pointed out by previous 
speakers, but ho would only refer to 
what he considered the two principal 
ones. He complained of the course 
adopted by the Commission in refusing 
to comply with a respectful request made 
to them that no evidence against a laud- 
lord should be published until he had 
been heard in reply. Another cause of 
dissatisfaction with the Commission arose 
in conue(;tion with the right of cross- 
examination, and, though he confessed 
that he had himself some doubt as to that 
right, it had certainly l)ecn admitted on 
many Commissions iield in Ireland during 
the last 20 years and more, including the 
Belfast Inquiry Commission in 1864, the 
Londonderry Riots Inquiry Commission 
in 1869, the Dungannou Inquiry Com- 
mission in 1871, the Municipal Boundaries 
Commission in 1878, and the Lurgan 
Riots Inquiry Commission in 1880. On 
the Belfast Inquiry, of which Baron 
Dowse was one of the Commissioners, 
Serjeant Armstrong examincHl nml nmng. 
examined witnesses, an'* 
missioner Barrow said wit 
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course of procedure " We shall place 
ourselves entirely in the hands of 
professional gentlemen present '^ and he 
allowed them to take part in the Inquiry. 
At the Londonderry Commission, of 
which Mr. Wrexham was one of the 
Commissioners and the present Justice 
Murphy another, the witnesses were 
examined and cross-examined in the 
same way, and Mr. Wrexham said as to 
the course to be adopted — 

^' I am glad to see professional gentlemen 
pref^ent, and to state that we shall suit their 
convenience on both sides.'* 

Mr. Wrexham also presided on the Dun- 
gannou Commission, and Serjeant Arm- 
strong again appeared there with other 
professional gentlemen, the Com- 
missioners stating that their presence 
" would ensure that the matters com- 
plained of would receive the most com- 
plete and searching investigation.** 
There appeared before the Municipal 
Boundaries Commission in 1878 the 
present Lord Chancellor of Ireland, the 
present Master of Rolls, and other dis- 
tinguished Qucen*s Counsel. On the 
Lurgan Commission, the parties concerned 
were represented by solicitoi-s, and the 
Report concluded — 

" We desire to say that the Inquiry has been 
greatly facilitated by the manner in which the 
profesKional gentlemen concerned discharged 
the duties devolving upon them." 

He had read sufficient to show that the 
privilege asked on the part of the land- 
lords of cross-examining the witnesses 
could not have been considered unreason- 
able. The first witness called before the 
Commission was Mr. Roche, a Member 
of the other House, who had been called 
as a witness before the Parnell Com- 
mission, and his evidence and cross- 
examination were given at great length 
in the Report of that Commission. Mr. 
Justice Mat hew had the Blue Book 
containing the former examination before 
him. Certainly, upon one important 
point, Mr. Roche had, in his cross- 
examination, contradicted his evidence in 
chief out of his own mouth ; but that 
cross-examination was not made use of 
by the Commissioners, nor was cross- 
examination on behalf of the landlords 
alio well. Thereupon, Counsel having 
consulfeil together, thought it their duty 
to withdraw, and upon hearing the 
circimistances of the case the Committee 
of the Landlords Convention thought 
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tfaej were justified in advising their 
friends not to appear. Although Id out of 
18 had taken that advice, thej had 
watched the case very closely, and 
when the Commissioners Report should 
have appeared he trusted and believed 
that the landlords would find some way 
of answering any material allegations 
against them that it might contain. With 
reference to the recent appointments to 
Lunacy Boards in Ireland, which had 
been the subject of an explanation by the 
First Lord of the Admiralty on Thursday, 
he wished to express his agreement with 
the view, that a fair amount of representa- 
tion on these Boards should be given to 
the Roman Catholics. No Member of 
the Conservative Party would have 
objected to the Members appointed, pro- 
vided competent persons had not been 
thereby displaced on the Boards. He 
Agreed that as the main business of the 
Boards was financial in administeriuo^ 
funds largely provided by the cess-payers 
of the county or uuited counties from which 
the lunatics came, it was onlv fair that 
the Roman Catholic cess-payers should 
be properly represented. What he ob- 
jected to in the action of the Government 
in the matter was the capricious exclusion 
from the Boards of gentlemen who had 
done good work upon them in the past. 
Several cases of the kind had been 
brought to his notice in the counties of 
Armagh, Monaghan, and Down. In 
Donegal, also, a striking instance had 
occurred in the case of a gentleman well- 
known in the North of Ireland for his 
business habits and capacity, Colonel 
Montgomery ; and it was remarkable 
that the first act at the new Board, includ- 
ing all its Nationalist Members, was to 
unanimously memorialise the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to replace the gentlemen. The 
noble Lord who had seconded the 
Address (Lord Thring) had argued that 
there was no ground for supposing that 
under a system of Home Rule the majority 
would oppress the minority ; but he co'ild 
assure the House that the minoritv, who 
were devoted to the principle of un- 
sectarian education, felt a genuine fear 
lest their interests should suffer in educa- 
tional matters. But beyond the questions 
of worship and of education, there were 
those of commerce and of the land — the 
agrarian question. Many people in a 
position to form a just opinion held that 
the effect of Home Rule upon the com- 



merce of ths country would be disastrous. 
There had been several important meet- 
ings lately in the North of Ireland, and 
this view had been expressed at all of 
them. It was well known that the main 
commerce of the country was carried on 
in Dublin, Belfast, Londonderry, and 
neighbouring towns, and the great manu- 
facturers there were against Home Rule. 
If a Home Rule Government, in which 
those engaged in trade had no confidence, 
was established in Ireland, trade would be 
withdrawn from the country and estab- 
lished elsewhere. The figures of that 
trade were very large, and if the trade 
went, of course the artisans would go 
also. Some of their Orange friends had 
talked of " dying in the last ditch," but 
the artisans at any rate would not die in 
the last or any other ditch. His own 
opinion was that the artisans generally 
would follow the trade across the Channel ' 
aud would flood the labour markets of 
England and Scotland. After all, the 
laud was the pivot upon which the 
whole of this question of Home Rule 
turned. The laud must remain what- 
ever happened to trade and commerce, 
and tlie great fear was that with 
a Nationalist Legislature, however it 
might be nominally guarded, it would 
be impossible to collect rents. Having 
lived long in Ireland and knowing the 
country well, he strongly recommended 
these points to their Lordships' considera- 
tion ; and as regarded religious differ- 
ences, the differences were not on the 
part of the Protestants against the Roman 
Catholics, but that the Roman Catholics 
were against the Protestants. In the 
south the people were afraid of the priest- 
hooil, but in the other parts of Ireland 
they were afraid of each other. 

Lord MONKS WELL said he could 

not refrain from speaking in this Debate 

after the invectives directed to that side 

of the House by the noble Marquess, 
who had held high office in Ireland 
(Lord Londonderry). He would first, 
however, deal with the proposed reform 
in the registration laws, which was in 
London a very burning question indeed, 
whatever it might be in the country. In 
London about one person in nine only 
of the population was on the Register, 
while in quiet country towns in which 
the workmen did not move about the 
proportion was one in five. 
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Earl CADOGAN : When the noble 
Lord speaks of the population, does he 
mean the adult population or the popula- 
tion generallj, including women and 
children ? 

Lord MONKSWELL referred to 
the population generally. The result of 
the present state of the law was that in 
London nearly one-half of the working 
men were not on the Register, and many 
of those who were on it were obliged 
before election time to go away in search 
of work. Of course he knew how this 
Registration Bill would be met. It 
would be said, " If you have a reform of 
the Registration Laws, you must also 
have Redistribution with it.'* In answer 
to that he proposed to quote the opinion 
of a very distinguished Member of the 
Unionist Party, which was expressed 
when this matter was so much discussed 
in 1883. The case was put so well in 
the extract he was about to read that he 
would add nothing of his own to it. 
Speaking in 1883, Mr. Chamberlain 
said — 

" The two questions are, to my mind, inde- 
pendent and distinct. There are two benefits 
to be ojnferrecl on the people of this country, 
two wrongs to be redressed. The first is an 
Injustice which is done to many of our fellow- 
countrymen who have no votes at all ; the 
second is an injustice done to those who have 
votes and whose political influence is nullified 
by the excessive weight and power given to the 
smaller constituencies. It may, and probably 
would, be impossible to carry both these reforms 
in a single Session, but why not carry one of 
them 1 Why should we delay giving a vote to 
men who are absolutely at the present moment 
outside the pale of the Constitution because we 
have not yet agreed among ourselves as to the 
machinery by which we will endeavour to 
estimate the proportionate weight and value of 
the vote which should be given"? 

The right hon. Gentleman weilt on to 
say — 

" Those who arc honestly anxious for reform 
should do all they can to secure it step by step. 
Those who arc opix«ed to reform in any shape, 
but are afraid of saying so, will no doubt be 
very wise if they can contrive to jumble the 
two questions up together, so that the one that 
is plain and simple may be overlaid and stifled 
in the embraces of the one that is difficult and 
complex." 

That was Mr. Chamberlain^s opinion in 
1883. He would now turn to the very 
temperate speech of the noble Earl (Lord 
Dunraven) who, in opening the Debate, 
fell foul of the Land Commission for 
Wales. It was difficult to understand 
why the noble Earl should object to the 



appointment of the Commission to in- 
quire into the conditions of land tenure 
in Wales if he was right in the facts he 
had himself given, because he had de- 
clared that everything was going on 
smoothly in that part of the country. 

The Earl of DUNRAVEN said 
he thought that was the case. 

Lord MONKSWELL said if it were 
the fact the Report of the Commission 
would demonstrate that that happy state 
of things existed in Wales as the noble 
Earl supposed, then why should he ob- 
ject to it ? It seemed to him that the 
Commission might be the ' means of 
making capital invested in land more 
secure. With regard to the noble EarFs 
remarks on Clare and Kerry, his noble 
Friend the First Lord of the Admiralty 
had distinctly shown that there had been 
an appreciable diminution in crime. As 
to that part of the noble EarPs speech 
which referred to the release of the 
Gweedore prisoners, he thought it was 
rather bold on his part to venture a fall 
with the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack as to the law of murder^ 
especially after the duel which took, 
place last night on the subject between 
the late Lord Chancellor for Ireland and 
the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack. The noble Earl also fell 
foul of the Commission of which Mr. 
Justice Mathew was President, but that 
was simply a Commission of Inquiry^ 
and was not bound to do anything, and 
it might show that some tenants, at all 
events, could be reinstated without doing 
injustice. The noble Earl could not 
have been present when the First Lord 
of the Admiralty (Lord Spencer) 
quoted Mr. Balfour's own words, to the 
effect that he would desire to restore 
peace to that part of the country in 
which his property was situated, and to 
see that on fair and equitable and even 
generous terms the tenants were restored 
to their homes. It was plain, therefore^ 
that the right hon. Gentleman in the 
House of Commons had expressed him- 
self in favour of something being done 
to reinstate the tenants on .the land» 
The noble Earl made a very considerable 
admission when he said he was in favour 
of giving Ireland Local Government, for 
Local Government would do much to 
pave the way for Home Rule. Then the 
noble Earl called attention to the fact 
that the majority of the electors in Great 
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Britain declared against Home Rule at 
the General Election. No doubt that 
was true ; but the majority in 1892 was 
very much less than it was in 1886 ; and, 
therefore, though opinion on Home Rule 
might not yet have reached the high- 
water mark, the tide was still advancing. 
He had very little knowledge of Ireland, 
and would not have said more on the 
subject but for the tone of Lord London- 
derry's evidently very carefully prepared 
speech. The noble Marquess maide a 
terrible indictment against all who dis- 
agreed with him on the subject of Home 
Rule, and talked of the " depths of de- 
gradation " to which noble Lords on the 
Government side of the House had fallen, 
adding that he would not exult over it. 
That was very kind of him. He also 
charged them with '^ truckling to lawless- 
ness and outrage." Those were strong 
words. Well, it had been said if an 
Irishman was to be abused another Irish- 
man could always be got to do it. But 
on his own showing he should be a little 
more charitable. The noble Marquess 
said he was willing to light on behalf of 
his opinions. That was a very serious 
announcement. It might be assumed 
that the noble Marquess seriously held 
such strong opinions as to Home Rule 
that he considered everything ought to 
be done to avert it. But supposing 
things came to the worst, supposing that 
there was a rebellion in Ulster, and, 
which Heaven forbid, that the noble 
Marquess should ^' die in the last ditch," 
would the noble Lords who differed with 
him say that in taking the course he did 
the noble Marquess was a *' murderous 
ruffian " ? On the contrary, they would 
admire the noble Marquess for his courage 
and deplore his fate ; and why should 
the noble Marquess not extend the same 
charity to others that he wished extended 
to himself ? Home Rule was just as 
sacred a cause to many persons as the 
Union was to the noble Marquess. The 
noble Marquess intimated that he con- 
sidered the tenants who did not pay their 
rents were mere vulgar robbers. On the 
other hand, a very large number of 
tenants in Ireland, who did not belong 
to the criminal class at all, firmly believed 
that the greatest robbers in Ireland were 
the Irish landlords. He did not suggest 
that was the case, or that they had any 
right to say so ; but when noble Lords 
talked of hundreds of thousands of 



tenants in Ireland as mere robbers be-' 
cause they did not pay their rents, he 
ventured to think they took a very un- 
charitable view of the case. The Liberal 
Party had been accused by the noble 
Marquess, and to some extent by the ex- 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland, of having 
concluded an unhallowed alliance with 
ruffians ; but he would remind noble 
Lords opposite that the same thing had 
been said of themselves. He did not 
suggest that the Conservatives, in allow- 
ing coercion to elapse in 1885, were- 
animated by other than purely patriotie 
motives, but persons now holding high 
and distinguished positions in the Unionist 
Party believed that they were truck- 
ling to crime and to lawlessness.- 
In a speech delivered in July, 1885,, 
by Mr. Chamberlain, now a light in the 
Unionist Party, the right hou. Gentle- 
man stated that the Conservatives had 
received with laughter and disapproba- 
tion an Amendment by Mr. Morley 
against the renewal of the Crimes Act ; 
and that, subsequently. Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach, on behalf of the Tory 
Government, announced their adhesioD 
to the policy of Mr. Morley. The 
reason, Mr. Chamberlain continued, for 
this astounding tergiversation was to be 
found in a Circular issued by the Central 
Conservative Association inquiring how 
many Irish voters there were in each 
constituency, and whether their number 
was sufficient to turn the balance at the 
next election. " A strategic movement 
of this kind," Mr. Chamberlain added, 

"Executed in opposition to the notorious 
convictions of the men who effected it, carried 
out for Party purposes, and for Party purposes- 
alone; is the most flagrant instance of political 
dishonesty and of political immorality that the 
country has ever known." 

These extracts were quoted from the 
revised edition of Mr. Chamberlun'& 
speeches. Next he would remind their 
Lordships of what was said of the 
Maamtrasna Debate by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in the late Government. 
Speaking at St. Leonards on' September 
18th, 1885, Mr. Goschen said— 

** I wonder if they (the Conservatives) have 
forgotten what the Conservative Press to a 
greatextent wrote after that famous Maamtrasna 
Debate. I was in the House that night, and a» 
I stood at the door of the House some Con- 
servative Members rushed past me saying, when 
they had listened to speecnes which had been 
made from the Front Bench, * We cannot stand 
this.' They did rot understand, they could 
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not understand, the attitude of their leaders to- 
wardij Lord Spencer. They could not under- 
stand how a man who had come back, having 
held his life in his hand in Ireland, having 
done a great service to the Crown and country, 
should be met with such cold praise, if praise it 
was, and with such sneers, for sneers they 
were, at the hands of different members of the 
Conservative Party." 

Aud what said one of the most influential 
organs of the Conservative Party after 
that ? 

" We say, without the least hesitation, that it 
would be a thousand times better that the 
Conservative Party were once more in Opposi- 
tion, rather than we should be again exposed to 
the humiliation of such a speech as that which 
Lord Randolph Churchill delivered. The 
National conscience has been shocked by the 
ungracious requital of the difficult and danger- 
ous services which L<»nl Spencer has discharged 
with as much success as intrepidity.*' 

He would not say anything half so 
damaging as those word.s of Mr.Goscheu, 
spoken no longer ago than September, 
1885, but would only susrgest that when 
noble Lords opposite found that Party 
rancour was capable of representing what 
they admitted to be a most innocent and 
meritorious transaction as evidence of a 
culpable motive aud spirit, to say the 
least of it, they should give to their 
opponents some portion of that charity 
of which they themselves stood some- 
what in need. Surely after this it be- 
hoved the late Lord Lieutenant and the 
late Lord Chancellor of Ireland to be 
careful how they threw stones in the 
matter of truckling to crime and lawless- 
ness. He did not ask noble Lords 
opposite to become converts to the 
principle of Home Rule, but he did ask 
them to extend to the Government 
A reasonable amount of charity, and to 
believe that the Government was ac- 
tuated by patriotic motives in advancing 
Home Rule and by as honest and earnest 
a de.sira to do their best for Ireland and 
the honour and fame of the Empire as 
were those who disagreed with them as 
to the beat method to be pursued. 

The Eakl of KILMOREY said, 
the quotations which had been made 
from Mr. Chamberlain^s and Mr. 
Goschen's speeches delivereil some years 
ago were hardly applicable to the policy 
adopted by Her Majesty's Government at 
the present day. Before touching upon 
the affairs of the most distressful country 
the world had ever seen, he would turn 
to another country which, if history were 

Lord Monkswell 
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to be credited, had in its time suffered a 
good deal of distress. Egypt, for he 
supposed, not excepting Nebuchadnezzar 
and Nero, two of the most extreme types 
of cruel rulers— of absolute typical 
brutality — the Pharaohs must take the first 
prize. He had visited Egypt when he 
was younger, and also not long ago, and 
the differences which he had observed in 
the condition of the country and its 
people were such as we have every 
reason to be proud of. There was an 
extraordinary improvement in the manners 
and customs of the people, and it was to 
be accounted for by the humanising effect 
of a closer connection with the more 
civilised nations of Europe. He quoted 
in support of this view a passage from a 
new work on the English in Egypt, to 
the effect that without the English 
nothing could have been accomplished, 
and that if they were to withdraw now 
all that had been won by our long and 
patient endeavours would be lost. 
Turning to the Irish Question, aud as to 
what we were permitted to know about 
the Government measure relating to the 
government of Ireland, he was rather 
surprised at the leaders of the Opposition 
criticising a secrecy which they would 
have observed themselves ; but, while he 
censured the policy adopted on his own 
side of trying to force the hands of the 
Government, he reserved to himself the 
full right to criticise, and all the more 
freely on account of the reserve that had 
been maintained, the measure when it 
was produced. He had come to the 
conclusion that the Government were 
not quite as hopeful of success as they 
wished to be. For the big jump of the 
Session they had constructed a high 
stone wall for themselves, and it was a 
question whether they would clear it, 
scramble over it, or fall in the attempted 
leap — whether the crumbled stones of 
the fence should form for them a 
triumphal arch or a funeral vault. The 
noble Marquess the Leader of the Oppo* 
sitiou gathered from the words of the 
noble Lord who moved the Address that 
the Home Rtile Bill was to be a measure 
of a very mild character, and he further 
presumed that its proportions would be 
represented by zero. He ventured for 
once to disagree with his leader, for he 
drew from the speech in question a totally 
different conclusion that its proportions 
iu no way resembled zero, but that on 
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the contrary it was of such unusual 
substance and proportions that it would 
be impossible for an unassisted Minister 
to get it through the Second Reading. 
He gathered that the noble Lord who 
deeply oppressed with a feeling that the 
grant of legislative autonomy to Ireland 
in harmony with the supremacy of 
the Imperial Parliament was a problem 
which it passed the wit of man to solve. 
The excuse put forward by the advocates 
of Home Rule was that it was demanded 
by the majority of the Parliamentary Re- 
presentatives of the Irish nation ; but he 
denied that Ireland was in any true sense 
a nation, as the Portuguese, the Dutch, 
or the Danes were each a nation, having 
separate and distinct languages, laws, 
customs, blood, and appearance. Lord 
Thring, in seconding the Address, men- 
tioned the fact that Ireland had been 
conquered three times. Poor Ireland ! 
Conquering armies left their mark behind 
them. Pure Celtic blood was a thing 
unknown, and Ireland had no right to 
call herself a separate nation ; and cer- 
tainly those who called themselves her 
Representatives in another place, did not 
represent what was best and truest in 
that unfortunate island. This compre- 
hensive remedial measure which was to 
dp good to one part of the country would 
CIO harm to another. The principle of 
the forthcoming measure, as he under- 
stood it, was unconstitutional. It pro- 
posed to give to one portion of Her 
Majesty's dominions — -namely, Ireland — 
privileges which were denied to the re- 
mainder — namely, England, Scotland, 
and Wales ; and at the same time Eng- 
lish, Scotch, and Welsh Members were to 
be liable to interference in their domestic 
affairs from Irish Members, without 
having, in turn, a similar right of inter- 
ference with the Sister Isle. Such a 
measure, giving exceptional privileges to 
one portion of the country over another, 
would never find favour with an Assembly 
whose business it was to conduct its pro- 
ceedings with even-handed justice and 
strict impartiality. Ministers who had 
climbed into office with the assistance of 
those who had given them a very slender 
majority should remember that the day 
might not be very far distant when, 
betrayed by those same men, they would 
be hurled to the ground by the fall of 
the treacherous ladder on which they 
stood. 



The Earl of DUDLEY said, that in 
view of the fact that during the last six 
months Her Majesty's Government had 
enjoyed unrestricted and unquestioned 
power, it might not be waste of time on 
his part if he brought under notice one or 
two points in its action during that period 
which seemed to him, as one of the 
younger and more inexperienced Members 
of their Lordships' House, to stand in 
need of some justification. In the course 
of these last six months, considerable 
complications, more or less serious, had 
arisen. Some of these seemed to have 
been dealt with by a firm hand ; but in 
other instances the remedies applied 
seemed more vague and success less 
marked. The policy adopted by Her 
Majesty's Government with regard to 
Uganda, leaving aside the question 
of the Slave Trade about which he felt 
sure there could bo no difference 
of opinion between either Party, 
seemed to him vague and undefined. 
What was to happen in the interval 
between the evacuation of the country 
by the British East Africa Company and 
the arrival of the Commissioner's Re- 
port .'' In any case some months would 
be required for the completion of Sir 
Gerald Portal's Mission, and by that 
time, under the present arrangement, no 
trace would remain in Uganda of the 
British East Africa Company. Their 
stores, their agents, their implements 
would all alike have disappeared ; and 
the maintenance of peace and order, the 
protection of the lives of the Europeans 
there, and the whole possibility of the 
future peaceful development of the 
country would depend upon a British 
Commissioner supported only by a small 
force, surrounded by tribes which at any 
moment might become hostile, and with 
a line of communication 700 miles in 
length to keep up through an arid and 
more or less unsettled country. Did not 
such a state of things seem very like the 
first step towards a repetition of the 
lamentable events which occurred in the 
Soudan in 1885 ? Or, looking at the 
question from another point of view, 
supposing the Commissioner's > Report 
were such as to induce the Government 
to retain possession of Uganda, and 
directly or indirectly to open it up to 
British commerce and enterprise, would 
the fact that in the meantime the East 
Africa Company had withdrawn its 
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whole commercial apparatus make these 
objects more easy of attainment, or 
would such a state of affairs be likelj to 
afford inducements to private enterprise 
to step in where the operations of the 
East Africa Company had proved such 
a disastrous failure ? Would it not be 
better, pending the Report, that Her 
Majesty's Government should come to 
some understanding with the East Africa 
Company to induce them to retain, for 
the next few months at all events, their 
position and influence in Uganda ? 
Then, with respect to the difficulty 
created in India by the heavy and con- 
tinuous fall in the vahie of the rupee, 
some information ought to be given 
as to when the Committee on 
Indian Currency would have completed 
their laboiu*s. It was reported that 
the Viceroy of India had expressed to a 
deputation the sympathy of the Govern- 
ment on this subject, and implied that 
when the Report of the Committee was 
produced steps would be taken to relieve 
the distress caused by the present state 
of affairs in regard to the fall in the 
exchange. If these steps involved any 
alteration in the standard of value in 
India, he would like to know whether 
they were to have any opportunity of a 
full discussion of the subject in Parlia- 
ment before any decision was taken ? 

Lord MUSKERRY said, as to 
Ireland's monopoly of misery among the 
nations, surely the noble and learned 
Lord who seconded the Address could 
never have lived for any time in that 
country ; and the restlessness among a 
portion of her people had been fostered 
by an injudicious and over-zealous course 
of legislation. For 17 years he had been 
constantly resident in the South of 
Ireland, and every day of his life he 
mixed with the people ; and he could 
say that among the greater part of the 
tenant farmers in that country there was 
no desire for Home Rule. Knowledge 
of the country and people could not be 
obtained by a short ^y in Dublin, by 
reading Reports in Blue Books, or by 
drafting and preparing Bills on Irish 
affairs. A prominent politician had made 
up his mind on the Irish Land Question 
simply from the knowledge he had gained 
during a short yachting tour round the 
coast of Ireland. Certainly he must 
have possessed great powers of observa- 
tion. Why should the tenant farmers of 

The Earl of Dudley 



Ireland desire Home Rule under the 
present system of land confiscation ? 
The land system had left the Irish tenant 
very little to desire in the way of legis- 
lation. The Irish Members professed to- 
have great sympathy with the farmers^ 
but they did not seem to have any with 
the Irish landowners — men who had 
always had the best interests of Ireland 
at heart. A great deal of generosity had 
been shown to the Irish tenants; but very 
little justice had been dealt out to the 
Irish landlords. If Home Rule was 
given, it would be for the Irish land- 
owners a question not of their property, 
but of their lives. Let the Government 
ask the opinion of the Resident Magis- 
trates or any persons who knew the 
country, and they would tell them that 
Home Rule meant in the North of 
Ireland civil war, and in the South the 
extermination of everyone who was- 
loyal to England. 

The Earl of DONOUGHMORE 
said, it was some years since he had 
taken part in an Irish Debate in that 
House, and it was possible that a very 
long period might elapse before their 
Lordships would again have the oppor- 
tunity of discussing this very important 
subject. The noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack had denied that the Go^ 
vernment had any political object in 
releasing the Gweedore prisoners; but 
the political situation, particularly in 
Ireland, should have been taken into con- 
sideration. Anyone who understood Irish 
affairs would know that to liberate mea 
of this character was a direct incentive 
to persons of the same class to act in a 
similar manner in opposition to the law ; 
but he was glad to hear the course 
adopted by the Government in these 
cases was not the beginning of a general 
amnesty. The noble and learned Lord 
stated that this proposed policy was the 
only one that had been left untried, and 
he further begged them to bring calm 
and judicial minds to the consideration of 
the question. In that last remark he 
would thoroughly agree, but an ex- 
amination of the events of the last 
few months would show how far the 
minds of the Government supporters had 
been calm and judicial in their pr oceed- 
ings for paving the way for the great 
measure te be introduced this Session. 
What had been the effect of Mr. Morley's 
methods in Ireland during the last year ? 
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Mr. Morlej had himself represented that 
his mission in Ireland was to show as 
striking a contrast as he possibly could 
between the policies of Coercion and 
Conciliation. It had been plainly de- 
clared, both in the House and in another 
place, that the release of these prisoners 
was not to be > taken in any way as the 
opening out of a general amnesty policy ; 
but, as the Irish Party had been clamour- 
ing all round for a political amnesty, he 
was inclined to think that the support 
Her Majesty's Government looked for 
in that direction, and were so dependent 
upon, would not be likely to be much 
strengthened by such a declaration. As 
showing the not very gracious way in 
which their Irish supporters had received 
the concession made to them by the 
repeal of the Coercion Act, he would 
quote Mr. Redmond's statement last 
'September that it would not benefit the 
people one way or the other, because that 
Act had long since fallen out of use. 
As to the Evicted Tenants Commission, 
he had never clearly understood what 
the Government wanted it for, and he 
doubted strongly whether it would result 
in any real practical good. With regard 
to Home Rule, he urged that it was of 
great importance that the subject of 
national education in Ireland, and the 
system and control of the Imperial Grants 
in connection with it, should be seriously 
considered before that question came on 
for discussion. A curious friendship 
seemed to exist between the Chief Secre- 
tary and the Clerical Party in Ireland, 
And it was remarkable that while informa- 
tion on the Home Rule Bill had been with- 
held from all others, the details had been 
^confided to the Nationalists. That Party 
seemed to acquiesce in the Bill, and this 
was calculated to raise serious doubts on 
a very important point. The various 
members of the Government and most of 
their followers had admitted the absolute 
necessity of maintaining the Imperial 
-supremacy in any Home Rule Bill ; but, 
remembering the statement of the Na- 
tionalists on this point, the fact of their 
acquiescing in the details of the coming 
Bill appeared to indicate that either the 
Nationalists had, to use an American 
phrase, " considerably climbed down," or 
tthat the Government had thrown their 
declarations on this cardinal point to the 
winds. He would not express an opinion 
cupon the matter one way or the other. 



but one thing was plain : there never 
would be a final settlement of the Home 
Rule question except upon the terms 
agreed upon. The Lord Chancellor had 
said that no human being on the civilised 
globe would say that in Ireland there was 
no problem to solve. He would join 
issue with the noble and learned Lord, 
and ventured to say that the problem had 
been solved. When Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment took over Ireland from their 
predecessors she was in a state of un- 
exampled quiet and calm, and it had been 
distinctly proved that the country could 
be governed without coercion, though 
the resources of law and order were not 
extinct. He trusted she would be so 
governed again, and not abandoned to a 
large and factious majority and an un- 
scrupulous priesthood ; and he would re- 
echo the words of the noble Marquess from 
the North of Ireland, he coming from the 
South, that it was a disgrace to see such 
a policy put forward by English states- 
men. 

The Earl of ARRAN asked the 

noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack 

whether he had said that the Lord 

Chancellor of Ireland was consulted with 

reference to the proposed release of the 
Gweedore prisoners ; and whether the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland was consulted 
before or after the noble Lord on the 
Woolsack had had the matter brought 
before him ? 

The lord CHANCELLOR : That 
he was consulted, I know ; but to the 
second question of the noble Earl I am 
unable to give any answer. 

Address agreed to, nemine dissentiente^ 
and ordered to be presented to Her 
Majesty by the Lords with White 
Staves. 

MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT, 1887, AMEND- 
MENT BILL [h.l]. 

A Bill to amend the Merchandise Marks Act, 
1887, and to extend the provisions thereof to 
imported meat — ^Was presented by the Earl of 
Onslow ; read 1* ; and to be printed. (No. 4.) 

House adjourned at Seven o'clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Bleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday^ 3rd February 1893, 



Q UESriONS. 



AMERICAN PATENT SPECIFICATIONS. 

Mr. SNAPE (Lancashire, S.E., Hey- 
wood) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether, in view of the 
fact that only one set of Patent Specifi- 
cations of the United States of America 
is presented to this country, whilst twelve 
sets of British specifications are presented 
by the British Government, one set to 
the United States* Patent Office, and the 
other 11 to the United States' public 
libraries, he will take steps to procure a 
corresponding number of United States 
specifications for the public libraries of 
the principal towns of the United King- 
dom ? 

The president of the BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. Mundella, Sheffield, 
Brightside) : Only one set of the speci- 
fications of the United States of America 
is presented to this country. Communi- 
cations have, from time to time, been 
addressed to the United States' Patent 
Office, with a view to obtaining additional 
sets for the chief public libraries of the 
United Kingdom ; but it would appear 
that the United States law does not 
allow the United States Patent Office to 
present free copies of its publications to 
any public libraries either in the United 
States or elsewhere. 

BOGUS DRINKING CLUBS IN DUBLIN. 

Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College Green): 
I desire to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received or has had his attention 
drawn to a resolution adopted by the 
Dublin Corporation, on the 16th ultimo 
— namely, in which they state that they 

*< view with a^arm and dismay the rapid increaBe 
of bogus drinking clube in all portions of the 
city ; that, in their opinion, these clubs are a 
prolific source of poverty, crime, and disorder ; 
that they are instrumental in depreciating the 
rateable value of property wherever they are 
established, and call upon the Goyemment to 
introduce a Bill in the coming Session of Parlia- 
ment that will be effective in grappling with 
this degrading and pestiferous evil ; * 



and whether, in view of the urgency of 
the evil condemned in above-cited reso- 
lution, and in compliance with the re- 
quest therein contained, he will introduce 
a Bill during the present Session which, 
whilst giving power to the Local Autho^ 
rity to grapple effectively with evil 
complained of, will guard the rights of 
genuine workmen's clubs ? 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY : My attention 
has been drawn to the resolution referred 
to, and the Irish Government fully re- 
cognise that the evil condemned in the 
resolution is rapidly increasing and de- 
mands attention and remedy, but at the 
present moment I cannot promise inmie- 
diate legislation on the subject. 

COMPULSORY RETIREMENT OF SIR T. 

BRADY. 
Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.) : In 
putting this question, perhaps I may say 
I have had great pleasure in working 
with Sir Thomas Brady before I was 
dismissed from the office of Inspector of 
Irish Fisheries for making a Protestant 
speech. I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether, considering the 
distinguished and special services ren- 
dered to the State by Sir Thomas Brady, 
late Inspector of Irish Fisheries, during 
a period of nearly 46 years, as testified 
by letter from His Excellency to Sir 
Thomas Brady, and his having been 
compulsorily retired from his office under 
an erroneous impression and advice that 
the Order in Council of 19th August, 
1890, requiring all Civil servants who 
had attained the age of 66 to retire from 
the Public Service, applied to his office, 
the Treasury will exercise the powers 
given to them by the Superannuation 
Act to meet the case of such special ser- 
vices as have been rendered to the State 
by Sir Thomas Brady, and confer on him 
a pension equal to the amount of his 
salary when he was retired from the 
Public Service ? 

Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
minster) : When answering the question, 
would the right hon. Gentleman the Sec- 
retary tj) the Treasury say whether he 
will be willing to lay upon the Table the- 
correspondence between the Treasurer 
and the Irish Fishery Board on the sub* 
ject of the retirement of Sir Thomas 
Brady ? 
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Mr. DANE (Fermanagh, N.) : Before 
the right hon. Gentleman answers the 
supplementary question of the hon. 
Member for Westminster I should like to 
put another question to him. Will he 
undertake to lay on the Table of the 
House the Judgment of the Master of 
the Rolls in Ireland in the initial hearing 
of Sir Thomas Brady's case ? 

•The secretary to the TREA- 
SURY (Sir J.T. HiBBERT, Oldham) : An 
Inspector of Irish Fisheries is an officer 
within the operation of the Order in 
Council, and his retirement is compulsory, 
under Clause 10, on his attaining the age of 
65. This point was raised by Sir Thomas 
Beady on a Petition of Right, and was 
decided against him by the Master of the 
Rolls and by the Court of Appeal. Sir 
Thomas has been awarded the full 
pension sanctioned by Section 2 of the 
Superannuation Act, 1859, for diligent and 
faithful service, and I cannot hold out 
any hope of its being increased. 

Mr. T. Af. HEALY (Louth, N.) : I 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the opinion he has expressed as 
to the effect of the decision of the Court 
of Appeal and the Rolls Court is his own 
opinion of the construction of the Judg- 
ments or the opinion of the Attorney 
General for England or anyone connected 
with the Legal Profession in this country ? 

Sir J. T. HIBBERT : The decision 
I have referred to is the one arrived at in 
two Courts. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Does the right 
hon. Gentleman act on his own opinion 
as to the construction of the Judgments, 
or have they been submitted to competent 
legal authorities ? 

Sir J. T. HIBBERT : The Judgments 
have not been especially reported upon to 
me. 

Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.) : In 
view of the fact that all parties in Ire- 
land strongly desire to have the sugges- 
tion of the hon. Member for Belfast 
which is contained in this question 
carried out, I would ask whether the 
Treasury could not re-consider their 
determination ? Could they not do this in 
view of the special facts of the case ? 

Sir J. T. HIBBERT : If any special 
facts can be brought forward showing 
that this case o ight to be taken out of 
the general run of cases of this kind no 
doubt the Treasury will be willing to 
consider such facts, if submitted. 



•Mr. DANE : I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he himself has had 
an opportunity of reading the Judgment 
passed by the Master of the Rolls in Ire- 
land, and the Judgment of the three 
Judges who decided the appeal in the Court 
of Appeal in Ireland ; and if he is aware 
that the majority of the Court of Appeal 
in Ireland decided that they had no 
power to inquire into the reasons why 
His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant 
dismissed Sir Thomas Brady ; and if 
he is further aware, as a matter of fact, 
that it was admitted in both Courts that 
His Excellency had dismissed Sir Thomas 
Brady under an erroneous impression of 
law, having been wrongly advised that 
the Order of Her Majesty's Privy 
Council in England operated in Ireland ? 

Sir J. T. HIBBERT : I may say I 
was not Secretary to the Treasury when 
this matter was decided, and therefore I 
have not thought it my duty to read the 
decision of either Court. 

Mr. LANE : Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will re-consider the matter and 
read the decisions. 

Mr. MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : I 
wish to ask my right hon. Friend the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland whether he 
is aware, as a matter of fact, that Sir 
Thomas Brady was dismissed by the last 
Government, and that his place wat^ 
filled by Mr. Cecil Roche ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : Yes ; I understand 
that both statements are correct. 

Mr. W. REDMOND : Might I ask 
she First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he would be good enough to look into 
the case of Sir Thomas Brady, and see 
whether he cannot meet a demand that 
comes generally from the Irish Members ? 

The first LORD of the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. W. E. Gladstone, Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) ; I do not think I need 
apologise to the House for not being 
acquainted with these Departmental facts, 
but I may point out that the decision 
was given some time ago. It appears to 
me that a very fair answer was made by 
my right hon. Friend the Secretary to 
the Treasury — namely, that if any new 
facts could be alleged the subject would 
be re-considered. 

QUALIFICATION OF MEMBERS OF 
SCOTTISH PAROCHIAL BOARDS. 

Mr. LENG (Dundee) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary for Scotland whether re- 
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presentations have been made to him of 
the desirability of reducing the qualifi- 
<;atiou of members of Parochial Boards 
in Scotland to the same rating as that of 
members of Boards of Guardians in Eng- 
land ; whether he has had anj communi- 
cations with the Board of Supervision on 
the subject ; and whether he will state 
the nature and result of those communi- 
cations ? 

The secretary for SCOT- 
LAND (Sir G. Trevelyan, Glasgow, 
Bridge ton) : The Ratepayers* Associa- 
tion of Dundee have memorialized the 
Scotch Office to reduce the qualification 
for elected members for the Parochial 
Board, which now stands at a rating 
of £40 a year. There are some 10 
parishes in Scotland, containing about 
a quarter of its population, in which the 
qualification is restricted, and in the 
most important of these the figure stands 
^t £20 or £40. On December 5th last I 
wrote to the Board of Supervision in 
Edinburgh suggesting the propriety of 
reducing the qualification on these Boards 
to £5. The Board of Supervision met 
to decide the question on December 29th, 
and found themselves unable to accede 
to the proposal. The Board resolved 
instead to make an inquiry into the cir- 
cumstances of each separate parish and 
to decide on each separately. I have 
applied for the result of the decision 
several times since, but am told that 
nothing can be determined until after the 
meeting of the Board next week. I am 
■assured that the Board is proceeding with 
all possible rapidity, and I can only 
transmit that assurance to my hon. 
Friend. 

RAILWAY RATES IN IRELAND. 
Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 
meath, S.) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that the freights on Irish produce 
. and Irish manufactures charged by Irish 
Railways are much higher than the 
charges made by English Railways for 
the carriage of similar goods ; and 
whether he will direct the attention of 
the Directors of the Irish Railways to 
the injury which their charges inflict on 
the Irish traders ? 

Mr. M UN dell a : The maximum 
^powers conferred by Parliament last 
.'Session are not greater in the case of the 
rlrish Railways than in that of English 

J/r. Lenj 



Railways of similar description. As to 
actual charges, I have no such informa- 
tion as will enable me to answer the hon. 
Member*s question. But all complaints 
of unreasonable charges will at once 
receive the careful consideration of the 
Board of Trade, and the attention of the 
Directors of Irish Railways will be called 
to them. 

Mr. W. field (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he is aware that the Irish 
Railway Companies place the charges 
for transport in Ireland some 10 t o 20 
per cent, higher than the English charges ? 
If not, will the right hon. Grentleman 
institute inquiries to ascertain whether 
I am right in my statement ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : I am not aware 
of the fact. If the hon. Gentleman 
would give specific illustrations I would 
make inquiries. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : Has the 
right hon. Gentleman*s attention been 
called to the Report of the Cork Chamber 
of Commerce on the subject ? 

Mr. W. field : May I ask whether, 
in the event of such evidence as the right 
hon. Gentleman desires being forth- 
coming, he will take steps to prevent the 
Irish Railway Companies levying these 
taxes on the Irish people ? 

[No answer was given.] 

THE GALWAY HOSPITAL. 

Dr. KENNY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Royal Commission on the Queen's 
Colleges, which sat in Galway in 1884, 
reported that it was only by the utilisa- 
tion of all the hospitals in Galway City, 
including the Galway Hospital and the 
union and fever hospitals, that medical 
students in the Galway College could 
receive even the minimum of the 
necessary clinical instruction for their 
course, and that the Galway Queen's 
College authorities, in their College Calen- 
dar for 1892-3, offer to students entering 
their medical school all the clinical 
facilities referred to above ; wkether he 
is also aware that, notwithstanding the 
Senate of the Royal University of 
Ireland has recently recognised the 
*' Galway Hospital,** an institution con- 
taining only 20 beds in constant occupa- 
tion, i us t Olid of 60 as required by the 



389 Qualification for Irish {3 February, 1893} Poor Law Guardians. 390 



regulations, as sufficient for the clinical 
instruction of medical students attending 
the Queen's College, Galway, who were 
induced to join the medical school of 
that College on the understanding that 
thej would enjoy the clinical instruction 
of all the Galwaj hospitals ; and 
whether, since the new regulations will 
have the effect of depriving them of 
clinical instruction in fever cases, and of 
their certificates for having attended the 
same, the Government propose to take 
any steps in the matter ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : In reply to the 
first paragraph of the question, the Pre- 
sident, Queen's College, Galway, reports 

that the Commission of 1884 did refer to 
the then existing Galway hospitals as un- 
satisfactory for clinical instruction, hut 
the Galway Hospital mentioned in this 
portion of the question did not then exist, 
having been founded by Act of Parlia- 
ment, June 27, 1892. The statement in 
paragraph 2 is described as incorrect ; the 
notification in the calendar was drawn up 
by the medical officers of the union and 
fever hospitals over which the college has 
no control, and the college disclainif all 
responsibility for the statements of these 
gentlemen. As regards paragraph 3, I 
understand the Senate of the Royal Uni- 
versity has recognised the Galway 
Hospital with the approval of the Lord 
Lieutenant. The hospital is reported to 
the President by the medical faculty as 
fulfilling in every particular the require- 
ments set forth in the regulations of the 
Royal University ; but representations 
having been made as to the number of 
beds available inquiries were instituted, 
and the entire question will be again 
before the Standing Committee at its 
meeting next week. The college has 
made no new " regulations," but regrets 
the exclusion up to this date of medical 
students by the senior medical officer of 
the Galway Fever Hospital. 

Dr. KENNY : The right hon. Gentle- 

man states that the Galway Hospital was 

not in existence up to 1892. That is 

quite correct as to the name, but the insti- 
tution existed as the Galway Infirmary. 
The right hon. Gentleman has not 
answered that portion of the question 
dealing with the number of beds in con- 
Btant occupation. May I also ask 
whethe r 
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Mr. speaker : The h6n. Gentle- 
man will have another opportunity of 
putting his questions. 

Colonel NOLAN (Galway, vN.) : 
May I ask whether, if the number of 
these beds is going to be increased at the 
expense of the county, the right hon. 
Gentleman will consider the propriety of 
making a contribution from Government 
Funds towards their maintenance ? 

[No reply was given.] 

CITY OF LIMERICK MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. O'KEEFFE (Limerick) : I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General if steps 
will be taken to give to the City of 
Limerick the benefits by the new system 
of the acceleration of the mails from 
England and Dublin to the South of 
Ireland ? 

The postmaster GENERAL 
(Mr. Arnold Morley, Nottingham,. 
E.) : This matter is under consideration, 
but I am not yet in a position to say 
whether any arrangement can be adopted 
for giving effect to the wishes of the hon. 
Member. 

EXAMINING OFFICERS OF CUSTOMS. 

Sir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether any 
decision has yet been arrived at by the 
Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty'^ 
Treasury, with reference to the memorials 
of Examining Officers of the Customs on 
the question of their seniority in the De- 
partment ; and, if so, whether he will 
indicate the nature of the decision ? 

•Sir J. T. HIBBERT : This question 
was inquired into and reported on by a 
Departmental Committee, and regula- 
tions were framed by the Commissioners 
of Customs in accordance with the Com- 
mittee's recommendations. The Treasury 
has not seen its way to devise any dif- 
ferent solution, or to modify the arrange- 
ments made. It would be difficult to 
describe within the limits of an answer to a 
question the arrangements made, but if 
the hon. Member desires information as 
to any details, I shall be very glad to 
communicate with him. 

QUALIFICATION FOR IRISH POOR LAW 

GUARDIANS. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 

Q 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
intends before the annual election in 
March to reduce the rateable qualification 
for Poor Law Guardians in Ireland to 
the standard recently fixed for that office 
in England ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : From the infor- 
mation at present before the Local 
Government Board for Ireland, they are 
of opinion that a uniform reduction of 
the rating qualification for the office of 
guardian, such as that made in England, 
would not be generally acceptable to the 
unions throughout Ireland ; but where 
any application has been made to the 
Board to reduce the existing qualification, 
the guardians of the union concerned have 
been informed in every case that if, after 
due notice, they pass a resolution in 
favour of reduction, the matter shall 
receive the favourable consideration of 
the Local Government Board. 

Mr. HAYDEN : Does the right hon. 
Gentleman take into consideration the 
fact that these men do not represent the 
ratepayers, and are not likely to pass 
such a resolution as he refers to ? 

[No reply was given.] 

ASYLUM GOVERNORS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. JOHNSTON : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will consent to give the 
Return of the names, addresses, dates of 
appointment, and religious professions of 
all Governors of District Lunatic Asylums 
in Ireland for the years 1892 and 'l893, 
as moved for by the Member for South 
Belfast ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I cannot find that 
there is a precedent for the Return sug- 
gested by the hon. Member. The Dis- 
trict Lunatic Asylums Boards in Ireland 
were re-organized by the late Government 
in 1887, during the Chief Secretaryship 
of the right lion. Gentleman the Member 
for West Bristol, when 95 Governors who 
had l)een appointed without any limita- 
tion of time were removed ; and again in 
1889, during the Chief Secretaryship of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Memlxjr 
for East Manchester, when the numl>er8 
of the Governors constituting the Boards 
were generally reduced, in some cases, at 
least, by one-third. It does not appear 
that Returns were then presented to the 
House, and I think properly so, as any 
such Returns must prove invidious, and 
could serve no useful purpose. 

Mr, Hayden 



ROYAL COMMISSION ON MINING 
ROYALTIES 

Mr. WOODS (Lancashire, Ince) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether the Royal 
Commissioners on Mining Royalties 
have completed their investigations ; and, 
if BO, when is their final Report likely to 
be submitted to the House ? 

The secretary of STATE 
FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT 
(Mr. AsQuiTH, Fife, E.) : I have no 
knowledge of my own on the subject ; 
but I will communicate with the Royal 
Commissioners, and inform the hon. 
Member of the result. 

SICK PAY IN THE POST OFFICE. 

Mr. graham (St. Pancras, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster General 
why the Post Office Minute, concerning 
sick pay, which has recently come into 
force, has not been extended to all the 
unestablished hands engaged at Mount 
Pleasant and Holloway Postal Telegraph 
Factories ? 

Mr. ARNOLD MORLEY: I am 
not aware to what Post Office Minute the 
qudstio^i of the hon. Member refers, but 
the subject of the question shall receive 
consideration. 

ILLITERATE VOTERS AT THE MEATH 

ELECTIONS. 

Mr. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he would in- 
form the House, prior to the Debate on 
the North and South Meath Election 
Petitions, the number of electors who 
voted as illiterates at the late General 
Election in those constituencies ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : I am endeavouring 
to obtain the information the hon. 
Member desires, and have telegraphed to 
Dublin for the figures. Up to the present \ 
have received no reply. If I do receive 
one I will communicate with him. 



THE CONVICT LEARY. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, with 
respect to the case of Daniel Leary, a 
convict in Mouutjoy Prison, who has 
been in the hospital for the past four 
months, whether, in view of the fact that 
his sentence is nearly up, and that he is 
seriously ill, he will order his release ? 
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Prisons Board report that this convict 
was removed on the 21st of last month 
on medical gronnds to Maryboro^ Prison, 
where his condition will bo carefully 
watched. He will be eligible in the 
ordinary course for release on licence on 
the 23rd of next month. His case was 
recently under the consideration of the 
Government, and there seemed to bo no 
adequate medical ground for release 
before that time. 

THE CONVICT GALLAGHER. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I Ikjk 
to ai«k the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he has 
read the statement reportcil to have )ie«;n 
made by Callan, who wa^i lately rel^;aM^;<] 
from pri.'toD, that Dr. (iallagh^.T, a con- 
vict in Portlanfl, is insane ; and wbelhfrr 
he will sanction an inii^^p-ndent mfAuvn\ 
iuqniry into lyr, Gallagher's condition ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : I have rewl tbft 
statement actrihnreil to Callan« It \^ 
totallr wirhont fonn^larion in farrf. In 
view of rhm and !>imilar ail^^rions I 
have mai 



QITAUANTINK IN THK HUKZ CANAL. 

Mh.JAMES WILLIAM LOWTllKll 
(Cumberland, Penrith) : 1 Im^ to ask the 
Under Secretary of Htiito for Koreli^n 
Aifairs whether the Convention rt^lfitlng 
to quarantine in the Hunss C^aniil, sl|jrtH>(l 
at Venice on 3()th January, \H\)2^ by ii 
certain number of the Kuro)M>Hti INiwer^^ 
has now been sI^uchI and ratified by nil '/ 

TiiK UNDKll HKCMiKTAHY uv 
STATE Koit FOHKHJN AFKAIMM 
(Sir E. (iiiKT, Norfbtinibi'rland, \Si^\- 
wick) J The Convenfion ^\)iu(h\ at VenlcM 
on January 3()tb, XHW^ n-latin^ to 
quarantine in the Hue// (-nnalf bnft now 
iKjen ratifif^l by all the wi^natmy iViwrT?*, 
except Portugal, wbr^e motion \% ni\\\ do- 
p<;ndmit njKin the consent of the Coft#"«/ 

IMI'KI.HONMK^^T OK AV Y.yVUAi^n 
SBAMAM AT IJILBAO. 

Mk. IIAVELOCK WfLSr)N ^Mld- 

dbr^fn'OTlJfb; : J \t*'.'/ to f\^y tb^ frr/b'T 
^f'f^f'l^rj of Hif%t<' tor Vf^^n^u AffV»ir.« if 
U:}H aft^;nrioTi ba« }t(fu f'ft\\f'<\ to f\if- im- 
l)T\MmTUf;uf. fiff an Kn^II««h ^^'Hmfi^u n«m/"l 
A. Sh^-llfy, fnf thf*. j^fy^f^^m^liip S'fwtfinttf'^ 



ie careful inquirif-^ rf^pr.cTir.ar af Bi I ha^N and if h<-. i- a warr, r.f fb^ f»/-t fhHt 

1 i'^* if^*iti 'I 



the menfal condirlon of firaliasri'ifr, wirh 
the ret»«iin rliat I have rr»me fo fhf: ^on- 
clii:^ioQ rhat he [.•• perff=^crly '*ftn*>^^ Tlierft 
B no gToun«U in my opinion, for an 
inilependt^nc meiiical inquiry. 



rh^ man Sn^il/'y ha-* U-r-n wairirr!/ in 
prison :«^vftn monf;i'< Uir bi^ trial ; 
if \\\^ arr^'Tifion ha-^ f^'f^rt (\\r(*cxfA 
ro rh*^ fa^'T tivaf \\\<^, orfK-r f'.vo ««f'amr'»i 
who w^r«* %tr('^XPi\ with Sii^llr'\' for f!.*^*. 
*amft all^2r'*d olf-f-n^^ hav^. h»#^^n \\\^r9^t(' I 
PITBLrrAN.i AXD THE XAfrfsTRRrAr, thron'/h rh^ inflnr^n^^ of rh^ Am<^r:<"Hn 

BRNTH. I and Swf*fl)-«i^ C^oii'-nl : if ho j"^ «\r-»ro rhj«r 

yivu PENROSE FTTZORRALn '^^' ^-n'-'''^'^ i».imKitanM r>f Bi.r>no hM'v> 

(Canif^n.l'z,* : I }>p<r m ank rhe C'niof .-^r^f^^'l.y r^JM,»'.l \\^(^. ar«M.ti.>n of riio 

.Set^rerarv ro rU^i I^^ni Lii-nr^-nanr of ^''•^•**'i r:on^.n and \ i<>^* r.on-nl ro xv^^ 

IfpUnil ".f ifr. J'-im#*« O'N.^i.l, p»>npnr!v •''»'*^' ^'^^^ ^'"** ''^•'^"i«»^ '^^^^ •»^'-^» ^'^^-^^ ^" 



appoiurfr^l a inatri-^rnin* at Kin^Mio, Coniif v 
Cork, iiHJd. ar r.i«* rini#* of \\\^ ao'>oiiu- 
menr, a r^»rail pniwiran^ .i«*fMWP : if iu» 
:»rill QDlitM a J)Mhli^•an'^ !i<*nn''p : and if 
lie iM rhe owH»r of a nnw.ii»r. »i<,.r*'* 
4»Mrai>li?'liuiHnr, 'i)p .i<»f>n*'f* for '.v'n«*!j i- 
Taken out n 'he nain^ of .ii«« wlV r 
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the Spanish Government for false im- 
prisonment ? 

•Sir E. grey : This is the first time 
that the attention of the Foreign Office 
has been called to this case. Inquiry 
will be made at once by cable. 

THE GLANDERS AND FARCY ORDER. 

Mr. THOMAS HENRY BOLTON 
(St. Pancras, N.) : I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Agriculture 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that the London County Council, 
in carrying out the recent Order with 
regard to glanders and farcy, refuses 
compensation to the owners of animals 
compulsorily slaughtered ; and whether 
any further legislation is contemplated, 
with a view to the provision of reason- 
able compensation in such cases ? 

The PRESIDENT of the BOARD 
OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. H. Gardner, 
Essex, Saffron Walden) : The recent 
Order with regard to glanders and farcy 
left it optional on the part of Local 
Authorities to slaughter and pay compen- 
sation for animals suffering from either 
of those diseases. The London County 
Council unanimously decided not to exer- 
cise the power thus conferred upon them, 
and I do not feel that I should be justi- 
fied at the present time in setting aside 
their decision. In any case, I do not 
think that any further legislation would 
be necessary, 

Mr. T. H. BOLTON : Having regard 
to the serious danger to human life, will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
desirability of sending the Order back to 
the London County Council for re-con- 
sideration ? 

Mr. GARDNER : My hon. Friend is 
no doubt aware that there are other 
provisions in the Order besides those for 
slaughter and compensation, and I think 
it would be better to wait and see how 
the Order works before taking further 
steps. 

UGANDA— SIR GERALD PORTAL'S 
MISSION. 

Mb. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birming- 
ham, W.) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will lay upon the Table a 
Copy of the Instructions to Sir Gerald 
Portal? 

Mr. Havclock Wilson 



Sir E. GREY : The full instructions 
are included among Papers which were 
laid on the Table on Tuesday, and will be 
distributed on Monday. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Would it 
be convenient to say whether those in- 
structions will contain any reference ta 
the provisions which may have to b& 
made for the peace of the country in the 
interval between the evacuation of the 
East Africa Company and the final deci> 
sion of the Government ? 

Sir E. grey : I should say that the 
question of what is an adequate provisioa 
would be rather a matter of opinion. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I did not 
say adequate. I said ^^ reference to any 
provision." 

Sir E. GREY : The Papers will be 
distributed on Monday, and it would be 
better for the right hon. Gentleman ta 
form his own opinion then. 

THE CHRISTIAN BROTHERS. 

Colonel NOLAN (Galway, N.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lordi 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Board of 
Education in Ireland ha» passed rules 
under which the Christian Brothers can 
receive grants on the terms sketched out- 
in last yearns Debates ; if these rules have 
received the assent of the Lord Lieuten- 
ant, and if the estimate will provide for 
any increase of expense under this head %. 
and if the Lord Lieutenant does not 
sanction such rules, how will the Christian 
Brothers be admitted to share in the 
grant ? 

The chief SECRETARY fok 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Morley, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) : The Board of Educa- 
tion have recently submitted certain pro- 
posed changes in the rules under which 
grants are paid, but the Lord Lieutenant 
found himself unable to give his sanction 
to the changes so proposed. The Chris- 
tian Brothers can, of course, only be ad- 
mitted to share in the grants by compli- 
ance with the regulations of the Board. 

Colonel NOLAN : Do I understand 
the right hon. Gentleman to say that the 
Lord Lieutenant has refused to sanction 
the second set of rules passed by the 
Board of Education ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I am not sure 
that the hon. and gallant Gentleman i» 
right in saying that the rules were really 
*^ passed.*' But the Lord Lieutenant 
has found himself unable to sanction cer- 
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tain changes proposed by the National 
Board. 

Mr. sexton (Kerry, N.) : Are we 
to understand that the amended proposal 
has been rejected, or is it still under con- 
sideration ? Has the right hon. Gentle- 
man anj objection to lay on the Table a 
copy of the proceedings and votes of the 
Commiflsion on the subject ? 

Mr. J. MOBLE Y : It is quite true that 
on Friday last it was my duty a second 
time to inform the National Board that 
the proposed changes could not be sanc- 
tioned. I know of no reason why the 
correspondence on this subject and the 
minutes of the National Board should 
not be laid on the Table of the House, 
but I should like to communicate with 
the National Board before doing so. 

Mr. diamond (Monaghan, N.) : 
Is it not a fact that some of the practices 
to which the objection is taken in the 
case of the Christian Brothers' schools in 
Ireland are carried on in English volun- 
tary schools, where they are made no 
obstacle to the earning of the grant. 

[No answer was given.] 

ALLEGED TERRORISM IN ROSS-SHIRE. 
Mr. weir (Ross and Cromartie) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
his attention hajs^been called to the case 
of Alexander Macrae, who, between 
Thursday, 26th January, and Tuesday, 
^Ist January last, was mobbed in Plock- 
ton, Ross-shire, had to barricade himself 
in hia bedroom, was refused police pro- 
tection, and ultimately ejected from his 
lodgings through terrorism, was for safety 
taken by his friends at II p.m. on Tues- 
day night to Strome Ferry, where he 
arrived' at 1 a.m., and sought the shelter 
of the police station there for the rest of 
the night ; and whether steps have been 
taken to provide protection for him, in 
order that he may be able to follow his 
ordinary calling in the village of Plockton? 
•The lord ADVOCATE (Mr. J. 
B. Balfour) (Clackmannan, &c.) : My 
attention was called to certain statements 
relating to this matter, and I immediately 
telegraphed ^directing that an official 
Report should be sent to me in regard to 
it. I have received a telegram briefly 
stating the result of the inquiry, and 
mentioning that a full Report is being 
forwarded by post. When that Report is 
received steps appropriate to the circum- 
stances which it may disclose will at once 
he taken. 



CLASSIFICATION OF AGRARIAN 
OFFENCES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether any alteration has been made 
since 1st August, 1892, in the classifica- 
tion of agrarian offences in Ireland ; 
whether any offences or class of offences 
are included in the Return presented to 
this House which were not previously 
included ; and whether any offences or 
class of offences are omitted from the Re 
turn which were previously included ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : My answer to a! 
the inquiries is " No." 

INDIAN COUNCILS ACT, 1892. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for India whether he can lay upon 
•the Table of the House, Copies of the 
Correspondence which has passed 
between the India Office and the Go- 
vernment of India on the subject of the 
Indian Councils Act of last Session ? 

•The under SECRETARY of 
STATE FOR INDIA (Mr. George 
Russell, Beds, North) : The cor- 
respondence is incomplete, and there- 
fore, as my hon. Friend will see, it would 
not be desirable to lay it on the Table at 
present. 

TRIAL BY JURY IN BENGAL. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for India whether a Commission 
has been, or will be, appointed to inquire 
into the action of the Lieutenant 
Governor of Bengal, with the consent of 
the Viceroy of India, with reference to 
the abolition of the right of trial by Jury 
in Bengal in many classes of cases which 
previously were subject to that mode of 
trial ; and what measures have been 
taken, or will be taken, by the Sec- 
retary of State for India, should such a 
Commission not have been decided upon, 
to preserve to the inhabitants of Bengal 
the right they have hitherto enjoyed of 
trial by a jury of their fellow-subjects ? 

Mr. G. RUSSELL : The Orders of the 
Lieutenant Governor of Bengal to which 
my hon. Friend refers, and which affect 
eight out of the 46 districts of Bengal, 
have been and are under the considera- 
tion of the Secretary of State ; but as he 
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is, at the request of the Government of 
India, awaiting a despatch on the suhjcct 
which is now on its way home, it is im- 
possible to make any final announcement 
of his intentions. 

CROWN LANDS IN WALES. 

Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN (Mer- 
thyr Tydvil) : I beg to ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer what is the total 
acreage of the Crown Lands in the 
counties of Carnarvon, Denbigh, Merio- 
neth, and Montgomery, and what is the 
total acreage of lands in tliose counties 
sold and disposed of where the Crown 
retaineil all the mineral rights ? 

The CHANCELLOR of the EX- 
CHEQ UER ( Sir W. H arcouut, Derby ) : 
The information will be found on page 
310 of Parliamentary Paper 284, Session 
1889. 

HOME AND FOREIGN LABOUR. 

Colonel HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central) : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury what effect 
Her Majesty's Government proposes to 
give to the resolutions adopted by the 
Trades Unions Congress at Glasgow in 
September last, representing some 418 
societies, and 1,219,934 artisans, with 
respect to 

" Steps beint? taken to prevent the State jiur- 
chasing materialH for the i>o8tal and other 
branches of the Civil Service fi*om Bavaria, and 
to ensure their being purchased from home 
manufacturers;" "to prevent the landing of 
foreign pau|)er aliens on our shores ; " an<l " for 
the restriction of foreisrn labour in loading an<l 
discharging ships in Great Britain and Ireland." 

The first LORD of the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. W. E. Gladstone, Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) : In answer to the hon. 
and gallant Member, I have to say that 
as regards the part of the question refer- 
ring to the landing of pauper aliens on our 
shores, as that is the subject of a notice 
given by an hou. Gentleman opposite in 
the Debate now proceeding, it woidd be 
decidedly inconvenient to enter upon the 
matter in answer to a question. With 
reference to the first part of the question, 
as to the purchase of materials by 
branches of the Civil Service from home 
manufacturers, the Legislature has by a 
series of Acts made careful provision that 
the whole of the community shall have 
free access upon equal terms to all pro- 
ducts whatever, in whatever couutrv 
produced ; and it appears to me that those 
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Acts of the Legislature are presumably a' 
guide for the Executive Government, 
It would be a singular step for an Execu- 
tive Government on its own discretion to 
allow the course of legislative precedents 
to be infringed. I will also say that 
there are no facts before me on this sub- 
ject, and, of course, if any facts do come 
to the knowledge of the Government that 
admit of being examined — if tJiey come 
to the knowledge of any Department of 
the Government — they will be duly ex.- 
amined. The third part of the question 
asks about '^ the restriction of foreign 
labour in loading and discharging ships in 
Great Britain and Ireland.^^ I am not 
aware. Sir, that the Government have 
any power to interfere for the purpose 
of dictating to those who load and dis- 
charge ships in Great Britain and 
Ireland whether they should do it by 
means of foreign or of home labour. 

RETUJRN RELATING TO MAJORITIES. 

Sir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
there is any objection to providing the 
Return, relating to majorities necessary 
for constitutional changes, which stands 
on the Paper to-day ? ^ 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : I have 
inquired of the representatives of the 
Foreign and Colonial Departments 
whether there is any objection to this 
Return, and I find fhere is none. Thia 
is a question referring to matters which 
are constantly transacted between those 
who wish for Returns and the repre- 
sentatives of the proper Departments in 
the House. Thev are transacted without 
any public proceeding whatever, and are 
passed as unopposed Motions. I am 
quite at a loss to know why the hon* 
Member has made this the subject of a 
public question, which necessarily occu- 
pies a certain portion of the time of the 
House. 

IRISH JUDICIAL RENTS. 

Mr. DANE (Fermanagh, N.) : I beg- 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 
regard to the present serious agricultural 
depression in Ireland, and the inability 
of many of the farmers there to realise 
out of their holdings the rents judicially- 
fixed. Her Majesty^s Government will 
introduce in the present Session a short 
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measure providing for a temporary abate- 
ment of such rents upon the lines of the 
29th section of "The Land Law (Ire- 
land) Act, 1887 " ? 

Sir T. lea (Londonderry, S.) : At 
the same time, I will ask the right hou. 
Gentleman if his attention has been called 
to the low prices obtained for agricultural 
produce in Ire laud ; and whether the 
Government intend to introduce a Bill 
to provide for a revision of judicial rents 
upon the basis of prices similar to the 
provision in the Land Act of 1887 ? 

Mr. McGILLIGAN (Fermanagh, 
S.) : Has the right hon. Gentleman 
received a copy of a resolution .from 
Fermanagh asking him to press this 
matter on the attention of the Govern- 
ment ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I [have received 
a good many resolutions on the subject, 
and do not recall this particular one. 
With reference to the questions on the 
Paper, I fear I can hardly add anything 
to what I stated in reply to questions on 
the same subject which were addressed 
to me in the House yesterday .afternoon. 

OFFICIAL NOMINATIONS TO IRISH 
ASYLUMS BOARD. 

Mr. DANE : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire* 
land how long Colonel Buchanan has 
been a Governor of the District Asylum 
for Tyrone- and Fermanagh ; how many 
attendances he has made during that 
period ; what was the total number of 
attendances ; and upon what grounds 
was his removal effected from the List 
of Governors by His Excellency the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The general 
grounds on which the Lord Lieutenant 
acted in selecting his own nominees for 
the Asylums Boards for 1893 were fully 
explained in my reply yesterday to a 
question put by the hon. and learned 
Member for Londonderry, and again in 
my statement of last evening. The fact 
that the particular gentlemen mentioned 
were, with others, not included in the 
limited number of selections made directly 
by His Excellency was in no way what- 
ever due to personal considerations, but 
solely to the necessity of establishing a 
fairer and more general representation 
on the Boards. I understand both these 
gentlemen gave good attendances. It is, 
of course, open to the Grand Jury to 



nominate them to any of their vacancies. 
The Lord Lieutenant would be also glad 
to appoint them to any vacancies among 
his nominees when it can be done with- 
out interfering with the more general re- 
presentation which he has endeavoured 
to establish. 

Mr. DANE : Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask if the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is aware that Colonel Buchanan 
was removed in favour of another gentle- 
man who was also a Protestant ? Is he 
also aware that Colonel Buchanan 
not only most carefully and sedulously 
attended the meetings of the Board, but 
lived within gunshot of it ; that he was 
unanimously elected on each one of its 
committees, and that, as a matter of fact^ 
he kept all the minutes of its meetings 
in his own handwriting ? 

Mr. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
Before the right hon. Gentleman answers 
the question, I wish to ask him, is he 
aware that last year Colonel Buchanan 
received special thanks from the Visitors 
of the Lunacy Department for the manner 
in which he had discharged his duties ? 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : Is 
not Colonel Buchanan Clerk of the Peace 
for the county of Tyrone, and are not his 
official duties in that capacity sufficient 
to occupy his attention ? Did not the 
gallant gentleman in the course of a 
speech pthat he recently delivered say 
that if the Home Rule Bill were passed 
he would put himself at the head of his 
regiment ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : When the change 
was made I was not aware of one quali- 
fication or disqualification of the kind 
enumerated. 

Mr. macartney (Antrim, S.) : 
Was any inquiry made by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant into the qualifications or dis- 
qualifications of the members of the 
Board ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The object of the 
inquiries made by direction of the Lord 
Lieutenant was to redress the balance in 
the representation on the Board. No 
personal consideration of the kind indi- 
cated in the questions put to me were 
entertained for a moment. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : I am not in 
conflict with the right hou. Gentleman 
on the point that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was entitled to exercise his own 
judgment in the matter, but I want to 
know whether any inquiry was made by 
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the Lord Lieutenant as between the 
gentlemen on the Board as to who had 
been most regular in attendance and who 
had the greater or the lesser qualifications ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The fact of the 
attendance was undoubtedly in our view 
when these appointments were made, 
but the question of qualification in other 
respects was not. 

Mr. DANE : How does the right hon. 
Gentleman reconcile this last answer 
with 

Mr. speaker : Order, order I 

POLICE PROTECTION FOR SHERIFFS 

AT NIGHT. 

Mr. darling (Deptford) : I 
wish to ask the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland a question ofwhich I have 
given him private notice — namely, 
whether, having regard to the 
unanimous judgment delivered yesterday 
be the Court of Queen^s Bench in 
Ireland in the case of "the Attorney 
General v. Kissane,^* he will withdraw 
the Circular dated Dublin Castle, 
December 7 last, and direct the police 
authorities in Ireland to act in accord- 
ance with the law of the land, as laid 
down by the Court of Queen's Bench, 
until that decision may have been 
reversed on appeal ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I can only say, in 
answer to the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, that the decision will of course com- 
mand the immediate attention of the 
Irish Government, and whatever direc- 
tion it may seem necessary in conformity 
with that decision to give to the police 
authorities will be given. 

MEMBERS AND THEIR SEATS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) : Will you, Sir, kindly, for the 
instruction and convenience of the 
House, repeat the ruling given by you 
on a former occasion as to the way hon. 
Members may secure and retain their 
seats during the evening ? 

Mr. speaker : In answer to the 
hon. Member^H question, I have to say 
that there is no fixed rule or Standing 
Order regulating the manner in which 
hon. Members may secure their seats. 
But there is a well-understood custom 
by which hon. Members who have 
attended prayers should have a right to 
the seats they then occupy, and they 
have asserted their claim by placing a 
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card at the back of the seats. More than 
that, hon. Members who are engaged in 
Committees upstairs have been ac- 
customed a short time before the meeting 
of the House to secure the seats they 
wish to occupy by placing their hats 
upon such seats for the purpose of re- 
taining them. But that claim is not 
made good until the hon. Member who 
owns the hat attends at prayers, so as to 
establish a definite claim to the seat. 
Some seats in the House are allotted by 
the courtesy of Members to gentlemen 
who have occupied them for a long 
period, and I hope that that is a custom 
that will be preserved. I have said that 
there is no fixed rule, but it is quite 
possible for a Member to have two hats, 
or even more, for the purpose of securing 
seats either for himself or his friends. 
That clearly is a violation of the spirit 
of the rule, and I may venture to say, in 
conclusion, that no rule nor practice nor 
custom can possibly be effective unless it 
be generously interpreted, and unless ap- 
plied, as I am sure it will be, with that 
mutual forbearance and courtesy which I 
hope is the characteristic of this House. 
Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.) : I 
desire, Sir, respectfully to ask, is it not 
a fact that Members who are attending 
Committees may secure their seats for 
the evening by means of a pink card in- 
stead of placing their hats thereon ? 
And may I ask whether it would not be 
advisable to make the rule for retaining 
seats hold good for the whole Session, so 
that the hon. Members of the various 
Parties in the House may, as far as 
possible, sit together ? For myself I am 
lost where I am. 



PERSONAL EXPLANATION BY COLONEL 
SAUNDERSON. 

Colonel SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) : I rise for the purpose of making a 
personal explanation. Unfortunately I 
was absent from the House yesterday, 
when the hon. Member for East Gal way 
spoke. He said — 

'* The hon. and gallant Meml^r filso accused 
him of having stolen a deer. He never stole a 
deer, he never pleaded guilty to stealing a deer, 
and he was never fined for stealing a deer, and 
he challenged the hon. and gallant Member to 
produce any record showing such a conviction.** 

The hon. Member pointed out also that 
I made a mistake in asserting that two 
days after a speech he had made a 
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murder was committed. I made that 
statement upon what I believed to be 
sufficient authority, but I find I was 
mistaken. The date of the murder was 
five months after he made the speech. 
With regard to stealing the deer, I hold 
in my hand an authority which I deemed 
conclusive, and that was a certified copy 
of the order and finding on that case. 
Perhaps the House will allow me to 
read it. The case set out — 

" That you the defendant (John Roche) did, 
on the 4th of October 1876, at Derrycraigh, being 
a forest chase or purlieu of the complainant, 
carry away therefrom a deer, and further that 
you had in your possession on the day aforesaid 
a deer, contrary to the statute in such case 
made and provided. The defendant pleaded 
guilty of having the deer in his possession on 
the 4th of October, 1876, and expressed regret 
for the same, and consented to pay all costs." 

Sir, that is the authority on which I 
stated John Roche stole a deer. Further- 
more, the hon. Member accuses me of 
personal discourtesy to him in having 
made this statement in regard to him 
without having given him previous in- 
formation. I should be sorry to show 
discourtesy to any Member of the House ; 
but permit me to observe that I was not 
bound to associate John Roche, who took 
away the deer and had it in his possession, 
with the hon. Member for East Galway, 
although I am boutd to admit that 
between the names of the two persons 
there is some similarity. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.) : 
Mr. Speaker, I must firstly say that I 
received no notice from the hon. Member 
for North Armagh of his intention to 
introduce this question here to-day, no 
more than of his attack on me yesterday. 
He produces a copy of a summons ; but 
as he told you, he stated in his speech 
yesterday that I stole this deer, that I 
pleaded guilty, and that I was fined. 
Now he has got a copy of a summons 
close on 20 years old, but why has he 
not got the conviction, if there was any 
such thing as a conviction ? If I was 
fined where is the record of the fine ? 
He says I apologised. But I apologised 
for nothing, because there was nothing 
to apologise for. I was summoned, no 
doubt, for shooting a deer upon my own 
land — upon a farm which I hold in the 
townland of • Derrycrag, for which I pay 
rent. There is not within 10 miles of 
the farm a single enclosed deer-park or 
forest. No doubt there is a large number 



of wild deer in the district owned by 
several men, and I say here, that if to- 
morrow I were on the lands and found a 
deer straying there I would shoot him. 
The landlord's agent, Mr. George Morris, 
who is now a member of the Local 
Government Board, Dublin, and a brother 
of Lord Morris, appeared at the Petty 
Sessions, and stated he would withdraw 
the summons, and that no fine or penalty 
need be inflicted. [^Cries of "Withdraw 
Saunderson ! " and " Apologise ! "] 

THE ROCHESTER ELECTION PETITION. 

Mr. T. p. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) : I wish to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the evidence in 
the Rochester Petition will be printed 
and laid on the Table of the House ? 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : No, Sir. 
MOTIONS. 



NEW WRIT— NORTH MEATH. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

** That Mr. Speaker do issue his Warrant to 
the Clerk of the Cro^ n in Ireland to make out 
a New Writ for the electing of a Member to 
serve in this present Parliament for the County 
of Meath (Northern Division) in the room of 
Michael Davitt, esquire, whose election for the 
said County has been declared void." — {Sir 
Hiomus Esmonde,') 

Colonel SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 

N.) : Sir, my hon. Friend the Member 

for Antrim on a former occasion gave 

notice that it was our intention to oppose 

the issue of this Writ. Our object in 

doing so was to bring under the notice of 

the House the circumstances attending 

that election, especially with regard to 

priestly intimidation. That object will 
be attained by the discussion that will 
arise upon the Amendment to be moved 
by the hon. Member for West Belfast 
(Mr. Aruold-Forster) ; and as we do not 
wish to put the House to the trouble of 
two debates on the sanle subject, it ' is 
not our intention to oppose the issue of 
the Writ. Perhaps I might appeal to my 
right hon. Friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to carry out our wishes by 
moving that the evidence be not only 
laid on the Table of the House, but circu- 
lated amongst Members of the House. 
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The chancellor of the EX- J 
CHEQUER (SirW. Harcoubt, Derby): 
On that subject I should thiuk the proper 
course would be for the hon. Member to 
move. The evidence in these cases is 
very voluminous, but, of course, in cases 
where the House desires it, it will be 
laid on the Table. It has been so laid, 
and is accessible to Members in the 
Library. In any case where it is desired 
that the evidence should be printed and 
circulated, there should be a special 
Motion for the purpose. 

Mr. J. LOWTHER (Kent, Thanet): 
Do I understand that the Jud^^ent and 
the evidence is to be laid on the Table ? 
Is the Judgment to be printed as distinct 
from the evidence ? 

The CHANCELLOR of the EX- 
CHEQUER : The first Motion was for 
laying on the Table the Judgment and the 
evidence, but I understand that the Home 
Secretary has given notice that the 
Judgments should be printed and circu- 
lated. There is no Motion to print the 
evidence. • 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Is it necessary to make any such Motion ? 
Is it not sufficient to go to the Librarian, 
as I have often done, and say, " I want 
this printed and circulated " ? 

Mr. speaker : In such a case as 
this we would require the order of the 
House to print the evidence. 

Motion agreed to. 

NEW WRIT— SOUTH MEATH. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

" That Mr. Sj^eaker do issue his Warrant to 
the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland to make out 
a New Writ for the electing of a Meml>er to 
RCTve in this present Parliament for the County 
of Meath (Southern Division) in the room of 
Patrick Fulham, esquire, whose election for the 
said C'ounty has been declared void." — (^Colonel 
Nolan.) 

Sir THOMAS ESMO^'DE (Kerry, 
W.) : I object to this Motion, on the ground 
that the hoo. and gallant Member is not 
the proper person from whom such a 
Motion should come. The hon. and 
gallant Member Is not in any sense con- 
uecteil with the party who recently held 
the seat in South Meath, and though 
perhaps he may be within his right in 
moving for this Writ, we must have re- 
gard to what the usage of the House 
has been. That usage is an ancient 
usage whereby Writs a;e mo ed by the 



officials or Whips to which these seats 
belong. Therefore, I object to the Mo- 
tion of the hon. and gallant Member. 
Of course, this matter must now be de- 
cided by the House. If it is to approve 
of the course adopted by the hon. and 
gallant Member, the usage which has 
prevailed by courtesy amongst the Whips 
representing the different Parties in this 
House will be transgressed. If such a 
Motion is allowed, there will be nothing 
to prevent the Whip of my Party from 
moving a Writ in the case of a seat 
which has been vacated by a Member of 
any other Party in the House. I would 
respectfully submit that inasmuch as my 
Partv hitherto held the seat in South 
Meath, and also inasmuch as I have a 
Motion on the Paper for Tuesday next, 
that the Writ for South Meath be moved 
for on that day, that the Motion of the 
hon. and gallant Member should not be 
allowed. I respectfully beg to move the 
adjournment of this Debate until Tues- 
day next. ' 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
" That the Debate be now adjourned." — 
{Sir Thomas Esmonde,) 

Mr. John Redmond aid Colonel 
Nolan rose at the same tii^e, and the 
Speaker called on 

Colonel NOLAN (GalwayN.), who 
said : Of course, I should in li] cases 
give way to the hon. Member ff VTater- 
ford (Mr. John Redmond), bi iu this 
case there may be some matter^f which 
he may not be aware. The irst and 
most extraordinary business that I 
went to the hon. Baronet (SifHiomaa 
Esmonde) last Tuesday, the fii day on 
which this subject was before tl House, 
and told him I would move thw^rit if 
he did not move it. I would appe<o this 
House — is moving for the Writo be 
turned into an electioneering dodg\ Tory 
and ParnelUte Cheers^ — or whe.r we 
are to move for them fairly and sqbjy p 
Otherwise a majority in this Hovm^y 
disfranchise a small minority, 'liat 
did I do on Tuesday ? I asked thenpe- 
tary to the Speaker for the tworitg 
for North and South Meath. I b^ht 
them both into the House to mov^Q, 
both. The hon. Baronet had on^n^ 
Writ on the Paper ; I wanted botl^ti. 
I believe there is supposed to be i^U 
Party advantage iu the holding oi of 
the elections iirst, and I believe, {^ 
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the explanation of all these manoeuvres. 
I have had no manoeuvres. On every 
occasion I had both Writs ready, so that 
both might go by the same post to Ire- 
land. I submit to Liberal Members 
opposite, is it not fair that the two Writs 
should be moved for together ? And as 
to the point of etiquette, I appeal to 
everyone, is not this rule that if a Whip 
is too slow — \_cries of*"^ Oh !"] — in moving 
for any Writ and wants to turn it into 
an electioneering dodge — is it not the 
custom for another Whip to go to him 
and say, " If you do not move it, I will ?" 
That is not a supposititious case. The 
last one was done by the hon. Baronet 
to myself. Th^re was a vacancy in the 
County of Wexford. The hon. Baronet, 
I think, very properly came to me and 
said, " You move the Writ for the 
County of Wexford, or I will be obliged 
to move it myself." I told him I had no 
instructions on the subject,* and that I 
had no great anxiety to move it. 

Mr. T. M. heal Y : " The Boys 
of Wexford." 

Colonel NOLAN : He then moved 
it himself. In the present case, I think 
the two Writs should be sent away by 
the same post, so that both elections may 
take place on the same day. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE : With 
the indulgence of the House I wish to say, 
in reply to the remarks of the hon. and 
gallant Member for Gal way, in reference 
to the Writ for North Wexford, that I did 
not move for the Writ until I had asked 
him to move it and until he had declined 
to do so. The difference is this : that in 
the present case the hon. and gallant 
Member put down the Motion without 
consulting me at all. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND : I regret 
extremely that any difference should arise 
over this matter, and I sincerely trust 
that no conflict will take place over it. 
W^hat I would ask the House to do is to 
take care that fair play is asserted in 
the matter. I may say that my hon. and 
gallant Friend the Member for Galway, 
in moving the Writ on Tuesday last, moved 
under the impression that he was acting 
in accordance with the usages of the 
House. He said very fairly on Tuesday 
that he would submit the question to the 
Whips of the two great Parties in the 
House, and would adopt their decision. 
He accordingly consulted the gentlemen, 
and they told him that in their opinion he 



had taken a mistaken view, and he at 
once acted in accordance with the view 
which they expressed. The invariable 
practice of the House, as explained by the 
Whip of the Conservative Party the other 
night, has been that not merely the Whip 
of the Party who owned the allegiance of 
the late Member should move the Writ, 
but it has also been the practice of the 
House that if he does not move the Writ, 
the Whip of another Party might say to 
him, " If you do not move the Writ by 
such a day, I will move it." On Tuesday 
last my hon. and gallaut Friend said 
openly and publicly to the House that he 
would move for the Writ to-day if it was 
not moved by the hon. Baronet, the 
Whip of the other Party. In addition to 
that, my hon. and gallaut Friend had some 
private communication with the hon» 
Baronet ; but as to that I kuow nothing. 
But he certainly stated publicly in this 
House that if the hon. Baronet did not 
move the Writ, he would move it. The 
hon. Baronet has not moved the Writ to- 
day, and so my hon. and galland Friend 
in moving for the Writ is acting in strict 
accordance with the usages of the House, 
as explained by the Whips of the two 
great Parties. Under these circum- 
stances, I regret extremely that there 
should be any objection to issue 
the Writ ; and I would appeal to the 
House, in the spirit of fair play, that if 
there is any political advantage to be 
gained by one side or the other, that we 
should take care not to lend ourselves to 
any such attempt, and to take care that 
the Writs are issued on the same occasion 
by the same post to the proper office in 
Dublin. 

The secretary to the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Marjoribanks, Berwick- 
shire) : I was not in the House the 
other day when my right hon. Friend 
the Member for St. Augustine's Division 
of Kent (Mr. Akers-Douglas) explained 
what is the usual practice of the House 
with regard to moving Writs. My right 
hon. Friend explained that the Whip of 
the Party to whom the Member who 
vacates the seat belongs moves the Writ ; 
but he might have gone further and said 
that that Writ should be moved within a 
reasonable time, and that if according to 
that custom the Whip, as announced, 
does not move the Writ on a particular 
day, if that day allows of a fairly reason- 
able limit of time, that then any person 
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who gives notice would be within his 
right iu moving for the Writ. It is quite 
true that it is the right of the hon. 
Baronet, strictly speaking, to move this 
Writ ; but it does seem to me that there 
is considerable force in the argument 
used by the hon. and gallant Member 
opposite that, having given notice to the 
hon. Baronet, the hon. Baronet has to 
i»ome extent lost the right to oppose the 
issue of the Writ. I do hope that mat- 
ters of this kind will be treated by all 
Parties in the House without any sort 
of heat or partisan feeling. It is to the 
oouvenience of Members of the House 
that these formal matters should be 
treated in a friendly, considerate, and 
forbearing manner ; and I would appeal 
to the hon. Baronet opposite to give way 
und not to oppose the Motion of the hon. 
And gallant Member opposite, for that is 
a course that will be to the advantage of 
the progress of the business of the 

HOUHC. 

Mil. T. M. HEALY : I am sorry 
that the Patronage Secretary to the 
Treasury has seen fit to intervene in a 
matter upon which he is not sufficiently 
informed. The facts of the case are 
these : That without any notice to us of 
Any sort or description the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Gal way, 
without communicating with us, without 
oommuuioating with the Tory Whips, 
without communicating with the Liberal 
Whips, without communicating with 
Anybody, made his Motion upon 
Tuesday last. [" Hear, hear 1 "] We were 
bound to take exception to the Motion. 
We took exception to it upon 
the ground that he had moved 
in defiance of the House requiring two 
•days' notice to be given that he was 
obliged to postpone his Motion. What 
were the facts ? We waited until that 
Rule was put on the Paper by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the £x- 
ohequer. We were bound to wait until we 
£aw what the Rule was, and what the 
practice under that Rule would be. Some 
people may take different views ; but 
when you are dealing with a matter that 
is more or less a matter of discretion, you 
have to consider the views of those who 
Are acting u))on a particular discretion. 
My hon. Friend did not put down 
his Motion for South Meath until he saw 
the Motion of the right boo. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 

Mr. Matyoribamks 



Paper. That was upon the Wednesday. 
He then, in order to give two days' 
notice, conceived he had to give two 
days' sitting notice. His notice did not 
appear on the Paper till Thursday. The 
two sitting days were Friday and Mon- 
day, and the soonest occasion on which 
he conceived he could make his Motion 
was Tuesday next. However, this is a 
matter, of course, in which the Conser- 
vative Party are even more interested 
than anybody else. They are as much 
interested in maintaining this matter as 
we are ; so is the Liberal Party. It 
may be inconvenient to the Conservative 
Party, as it may be inconvenient to our 
Party, that Writs should be moved as 
vacancies occur ; and if an inroad is to 
be made on what is laid down as the 
settled practice, there is an end altogether 
to the amenities which have hitherto 
prevailed in relation to this matter. It 
seems a fair ^hiug to say, let both Writs 
go together to the Sheriff, and let him 
decide. But who is the Sheriff ? The 
Sheriff is their man, as every Tory 
official in Ireland is their man. 

Mr. W. REDMOND: Every Tory 
official is not our man, nor every Whig 
either. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : We, by reason 
of our position in the House 

Mr. W. REDMOND: I will not 
allow anything of that sort to be said. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : We, by reason 
of our position in this House in regard 
to this matter, prefer to take one of these 
elections first. At the same tinie, the 
matter is in our carriage. We are the 
proper judges of a matter affecting our 
own Party— our own seats ; and surely 
we are proper judges of our own 
domestic affairs. We do not seek to in- 
terfere in the affairs of the Tory 
Party or of the Liberal Party, and all we 
ask is Home Rule within our own Party. 

Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin, 
Harbour) said, he could scarcely con- 
gratulate the hon. Member upon the 
speech he had just made, in face of the 
appeals that had been made from dif- 
ferent parts of the House not to import 
heat into the discussion. The explana- 
tion he had given was an explanation 
which might liave some weight if they 
did not know that the same Whip of the 
hon. Member^s Party had on the Paper 
for this evening a Motion with regard 
to North Meath, and though he auticl- 
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pated some opposition from the Coq- 
seryative Benches of the House, it was 
a curious commentary upon the courtesy 
of hon. Members that the Conservative 
Members withdrew opposition to the 
notice and yet they declined to withdraw 
theirs. The South Meath Election 
Writ should have been moved before the 
North Meath Election Writ. The peti- 
tion and the circumstances heard in the 
course of the case were decided in 
South Meath before they were in North 
Meath. He thought they would be safe 
in trusting the matter before the House 
to the sense of fair play of the House. 
They had endeavoured to take no ad- 
vantage of their opponents. They were 
willing to go to Ireland together, and 
let the officials responsible for the carry- 
ing out of the elections select their own 
date. The elections could not take 
place on the same day ; one would take 
place one or two days before the other. 
The Sheriff would have to make his 
arrangements, but in any case he thought 
they might well leave it to the fair 
sense of the House. 

Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College 
Green) said he joined in the request to 
withdraw this opposition. The hon. 
Baronet had on the Paper a Motion re- 
specting North Meath, put down in the 
full knowledge of all the facts, and 
surely he might have put down the 
Motion for South Meath at the same 
time, and avoided this conflict. The 
hon. Baronet was a gentleman of most 
courteous disposition, but they were all 
more or less creatures of their environ- 
ment, and the hon. Baronet had his in- 
structions from a quarter which was not 
disposed to extend to them that courtesy. 
He was bound to say that he recog- 
nised the position of the hon. Baronet, 
and he recognised the hand of the hon. 
and learned Member for Louth ; the 
voice was the voice of Jacob, but the 
hand was the hand of Esau ; and he 
ventured ^o appeal to the hon. Baronet 
to withdraw his opposition. All this 
contention had been raised over a matter 
of four days. He would venture again 
to ask those who thought they were 
stronger than his own Party, and who 
had accused them of wishing to take a 
political advantage, to withdraw their 
opposition to the Motion of his hon. and 
gallant Friend. 



Mr. SEXTON (Kerry, N.) said he 
was very glad to observe the temper 
and spirit in which this question had 
been discussed by the Irish Members who 
had taken prominent sides in the dispute 
for, whatever might be the issue, he did 
not think it a question of sufficient 
magnitude to justify any angry spirit or 
any intemperate language. Now, he 
thought certain matters were beyond dis- 
pute. The first was that the original 
Motion of the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man the Member for Galway was not 
justified by the usage of the House. The 
hon. Member had most frankly made an ad- 
mission to that effect ; in the second 
place, the question' was whether hi& 
hon. Friend the Whip of their Party had 
used sufficient expedition in putting 
down a Motion for Tuesday next. He 
thought the argument of his hon. Friend 
the Member for North Louth had great 
force. The hon. Baronet was entitled to 
wait and see what was the nature and 
scope of the Sessional Orders. He 
would propose a compromise. It had 
been said by one of his hon. Friends that 
the Sheriff was their oppponent's man, 
and that observation had been resented* 
He would not take any partial position. 
The other side said the Sheriff was not 
their man, and the hon. Gentleman 
who had just sat down had intimated 
that if the writs went together the elec- 
tions would be held together. Well, if 
the elections were held together they^ 
were satisfied. What they wanted was 
that by no manipulation of the matter 
should the elections be held in succession 
to each other. Both sides believed that 
one division was more favourable to them 
than the other. He for his part, pro- 
posed, though he thought the hon.. 
Baronet was well within his right,, 
according to the spirit of the rule and 
usage, in fixing Tuesday next for the 
issue of the Writ — that if the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford and his friends would 
agree to assent to an arrangement by 
which the elections might be held on the 
same day, he would himself suggest to 
the hon. Baronet that he should withdraw 
his Motion, and that both the Writs should 
be issued together. 

Mr. J. LOWTHER asked the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer (Sir W.. 
Harcourt) if his attention had been 
called to the fact that the Motion made^ 
to which the House assented on Wednes- 
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day last only, stood as a Sessional Order. 
He would suggest that the Order should 
be made a Standing Order of the 
House. 

Sir W. HARCOURT said he only 
followed the usual form and practice. He 
had moved it, he believed, as a Sessional 
Order, but the Speaker expressed an 
opinion that it ought to be a Standing 
Order. He thought that would be suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford) said 
he wished to disclaim altogether any de- 
sire of manipulation which had been 
alluded to. The object of himself 
and friends in preventing the postpone- 
ment of one Writ until Tuesday next, 
after the issue of another Writ to-day, 
was to prevent that sort of thing. If it 
was proposed to have the two elections 
on the same day, ho would be very glad. 
He did not know whether it was possible 
or not, but certainly, so far as he was 
concerned, and so far as he could speak 
for others, no attempt whatever would 
Ih) made by them to manipulate this 
matter, or to try and induce the Sheriff to 
have the election which they desired first 
put before the one which the hon. 
Member for Kerry desired first. There- 
fore he thought the matter might now be 
allowed to end, and the two Writs might 
be allowed to issue. He regretted that 
any heat had been imported into the 
matter at all, and that the two sections 
of the Nationalist Party, who differed 
on important subjects, should have 
differed in this small matter, which at 
one time approacheil the indignity of a 
«cene. He hoped the motion of the hon. 
Baronet would be withdrawn, and that 
the Writs would be sent by the same 
]K)st to the Sheriff, the matter to be left 
to him. 

Mr. W. REDMOND regretted that 
heat had been imported into the discus- 
j^ion. He agreed with the tone of the 
i<peech of the hon. Member for Kerry, but 
thought that if heat had l)een introduced 
it had not been through the fault of his 
own party. IMinisteriai cries of ^^ OhV^'] 
It was not the slightest use trying to 
howl him down. The Member for North 
Louth had attacked the party to which 
he l)elongeil. The hon. Member said 
that the Party to which he belonged was 
snpportetl by every Tory OflBcial in 
Ireland. Well, if they wanted to ra:se 
the question now he was quite prepared 

Mr, J, Lowther 



to go on. The hon. Member also said 
the Sheriff was their man. The hon. 
Member had no warrant whatever for 
saying that the Sheriff was their man, 
any more than he was the man of the 
Party to which the hon. Member 
belonged. It had been said that the 
Sheriff favoured one particular Party : 
he certainly had not favoured their Party, 
and he did not believe he would favour 
the other Party. The Sheriff was per- 
fectly impartial in the matter. He 
regretted that they could not have a 
discussion about these Writs without 
introducing Party matter, but so far as 
he was concerned, he deplored any 
friction whatever. When, however, he 
heard a thing said in that House about 
the Party to which he belonged which 
he knew not to be tnie, he would deny 
it at once and as strongly as he 
could. Therefore, while he completely 
agreed with suggestions made by 
various speakers — principally by the 
Member for Kerry — that this compromise 
should be adopted, he also took the 
opportunity of saying that whenever 
the Party to which he belonged was 
attacked in that House he would un- 
doubtedly reply. He repudiated the 
suggestion that either Tory or Whig 
ofHcials were on their side. He was not 
sent either by Whig or Tory to that 
House, but by the Nationalists of Clare, 
where he would be glad to meet the hon. 
Member at any time. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, 
W.) said, he desired only to say that if the 
Writs for these two seats were issued on 
the same day, most certainly the elections 
would not take place upon the same day. 
The Sheriff would not supply a new set 
of ballot boxes in order that two elec- 
tions could take place on the same day. 
The House might depend on it that if 
the Writs were issued on the same day 
the elections would not be held on the 
same day, and, therefore, he thought the 
Motion ought not to be withdrawn. 

Sir T. ESMONDE : As it seems to 
be the wish of my hon. Friends, I beg 
leave to withdraw the Motion for the 
Adjournment of the Debate. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

Onlerttl. That Mr. S|>eaker do issue hin 
Warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in Irelana 
to make out a New Writ for the electing of a 
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made that gpeech, several Election 
Petitions had taken place which showed 
that much briherj and corruption was 
practised by the Tory Party generally. 
In some of those Election Petitions, 
partly owing to the stupidity of the 
legal advisers of the Petitioners, Tory 
Members had been able to escape by the 
skin of their teeth. Fortunately, at 
Rochester the means were at hand to 
bring home to the Tory Party the prac- 
tices which had been going, on. The 
Tory Party in Rochester delighted to 
call itself constitutional. They had a 
constitutional associatiou, a constitutional 
birth night club, constitutional teas, 
coustitutional beer, and constitutional 
sandwiches. The constitutional associa- 
tion gave entertainments in the old Corn 
Exchange, and they were kind enough 
to provide what was euphemistically 
described as light refreshments at the 
figure of threepence. There were light 
refreshments in one room while perform- 
ances were going on, and there was 
another performance in another room, 
also under the auspices of the association, 
and at these entertainments no less than 
200 sandwiches, 85 dozen of bottled ale, 
and a small quantity of claret and mineral 
waters was served to the members and 
friends of the constitutional associatiou. 
With regard to the birth night club, a 
certain number of gentlemen born in the 
month of October, agreed that on a cer- 
tain night in October they would meet 
to celebrate their birth night ; the club 
consisted of what were called rich birds 
who provided the entertainment, and 
poor birds who partook of the entertain- 
ment, and for the small subscription of 
threepence a person could get an enter- 
tainment that would be very moderate at 
half-a-crown. That was the way in which 
the work of registration was carried on ; 
it was continued from one yearns end to 
another, with the result that a large 
Dumber of the poorer voters were con- 
stantly employed and paid as registra- 
tion agents, and voted, of course, the 
constitutional ticket when an election 
came off. The Constitutional Associa- 
tion was not an Association in a very 
good financial position. In 1890 its 
total income was not more than £299 
and a few shillings. Of this £299, £250 
were subscribed by the Tory candidate. 
In 1891 the tiuances went up, reaching 
£315, but again the Tory candidate 



Member to serve in this present Parliament for 
the County of Meath, Southern Division, in the 
room of Patrick Fulham, esquire, ^hose elec- 
tion for the said County has been declared 
void, 

NEW WRITS. 

For Northumberland County (Hexham 
Division), v. Nathaniel George Clayton, 
esquire, void election ; Walsall, v, Frank 
James, esquire, void election. 

NEW WRIT FOR ROCHESTER CITY. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

" That Mr. Speaker do issue his Warrant to 
the Clerk of the Crown to make out a New 
Writ for the electing of a Member to serve in 
this present Parliament for the borough of 
Roche8t<»r, in the room of Horatio David Davies, 
esquire, whose election for the said borough has 
been declared void."- {Mr. Akent-Douylait.) 

Mr. T. p. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) rose to move an Amendment 
to the Motion in the following terms : — 

" That the issue of the Writ for Rochester be 
po6tp9ned unril the evidence in the recent 
Election Petition has been received and con- 
sidered by the House.'* 

He said that at Question time he asked 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the evidence in this case had been re- 
ceived, and he received an answer in the 
negative. He was quite alive to the 
inconvenience of discussing beforehand 
in that House election petitions, but 
already in the course of the present Session 
they had had two discussions on an 
Election Petition, and they were 
threatened with a third. He guarded 
himself from saying that he desired this 
Writ should be indefinitely postponed. 
He did not wish to visit on the Voters 
of Rochester generally the crimes and 
the sins of a small corrupt number in 
that constituency ; in fact, he was sure 
that if it had not been for those corrupt 
practices, Rochester would have been 
represented in this Parliament, as in the 
last, by a Liberal Member. The case of 
Rochester was peculiarly significant. 
He ventured in the last Session of Parlia- 
ment to make the statement that there 
had been more widespread and general 
corruption, more illegal treating, and 
more corrupt practices generally at the 
last General Election than at almost any 
preceding Election in the history of the 
■country. He was denounced in Tory 
organs and speeches for making a state- 
ment which they described as extrava- 
gantly wrong, but fortunately, since he 
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figured for £300 out of the entire total. 
What was the result ? One of the 
Judges at the Election Petition de- 
clared that the Constitutional Associa- 
tion was a most unconstitutional body, 
formed and carried on for purposes of 
corruption. But there were other 
methods of corruption. He might allude 
to one. A brewer's agent was brought 
before the Petition Court, charged with 
having gone into a public-house and stood 
drinks. He acknowledged the charge. 
He might mention that the verj same 
thing took place in Montgomeryshire, 
where, bj a modem miracle in the shape 
of an equal division of opinion between 
two Judges, a gentleman continued to 
hold a seat in that House who was de- 
scribed by one Judge as legally disentitled. 
In Montgomeryshire the same thing 
occurred with a brewer's agent. And 
what was the defence ? It was that as 
the representative of a brewer it was 
part of his business and within his right, 
and, indeed, one of his duties, to stand 
drinks for the customers of the house for 
the good of the house. The agents of 
the brewers had gone up and down every 
part of this county standing free drinks 
for the good of the house and the Tory 
party. He came, finally, to what the 
Judges said in this most remarkable 
Election Petition. They said that facts 
were proved before them which precluded 
their reporting that they had no reason 
to believe that corrupt and illegal 
practices prevailed at the election, but 
these facts were not such as to support 
a Report to the efiect that corrupt or 
illegal practices had extensively prevailed 
at the election. He thought there was 
enough to show there was a strong pre- 
sumption for believing a large amount of 
corrupt practices existed at this election, 
and under these circumstances he con- 
sidered he was justified in asking the 
House to suspend the issue of the Writ until 
they had had time to peruse and consider 
the evidence. He made this Motion purely 
in the interests of electoral purity, and by 
way of showing how deeply he sym- 
pathised with those political purists who 
desired to clear the electoral atmosphere 
of anything like a tainted element. At 
the same time his Motion was not uncon- 
nected with a desire to bring home to the 
minds of the people of this country that 
if charges could be proved of men in 
Ireland giving votes in obedience to 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor 



spiritual influence, at least, their votes 
were quite as respectable as those of the 
gentlemen in Rochester who voted for 
the party who gave the two thousand 
sandwiches and the bottled beer. He 
begged to move his Motion. 

Amendment proposed, 

To leave out from the word " That" to the end 
of the Question, in order to add the words " the 
issue of the Writ for Rochester be postponed 
until the evidence in the recent Election 
Petition has been received and considered by 
this House."— (Jfr. T. P, O'Connor,) 

Question proposed, " That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question." 

•The attorney GENERAL (Sir 
Charles Russell, Hackney, S.) : I 
believe it will be convenient that on the 
Amendment of my hon. Friend the view 
the Government takes of this matter should 
early be explained to the House. I da 
not think anyone can justly complain of 
my hon.Friend for movingthis Amendment^ 
for I think it must be conceded on all 
hands that there were some very 
extraordinary features in connection 
with the Election as disclosed by the 
learned Judge's Report; but while my 
hon. Friend gave the House some por- 
tions of the evidence, it is not possible 
to consider in all its fulness that evidence 
unless it is fully before the House, and 
even if it were, it would be impossible 
for this House to constitute itself the 
judge of that evidence and go behind the 
Report and the results founded on the 
evidence by the learned Judges whose 
responsible duty it was to try this Pe- 
tition. I should like to recall to the 
recollection of the House the mode in 
which legislation has proceeded in 
questions of this kind. Under the old 
system preceding the Act of 1852, the 
House used by its own Committees to- 
inform itself of what the f^ts of the 
case were, and upon the Report of that 
Committee it judged, reported, and de- 
cided upon the matter ; and if the House 
came to the conclusion that the evidence 
in the case was such as to justify the 
imputation of the existence of wide- 
spread and general corruption in the 
borough, the Government of the day, 
on whom the responsible duty was im- 
posed, under the direction of the House, 
proceeded to the next step, which was 
to bring in an Act for the disfranchiie* 
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anent of the borough. The Act of 1852 
Altered that machinery in some respects, 
for it provided that when by the joint 
Address of both Houses it was set out 
that a Committee of the House of 
Commons had reported that corrupt 
practices had, or that there was reason 
to believe that corrupt practices had, 
•extensively prevailed in any con- 
stituency, and the House of Com- 
mons prayed Her Majesty to cause 
inquiry, then Hel* Majesty issued 
lier Conmiission for the purpose of 
inquiry into the matters in question, and 
that Commission became the foundation 
of further action by Parliament. The 
House will recollect that under the more 
recent Acts the mode of procedure has 
been entirely changed ; and now, instead 
of a Committee of the House having cast 
upon it the duty of inquiring into alleged 
oorrupt practices, that duty is performed 
hy the Judges of the land, and their re- 
port takes the place formerly occupied 
by the report of a Committee of this 
House. But I have to call the 
Attention of the House to this fact, 
that both according to the old 
procedure, and under the Act of 



since the Act of 1852 — in which this 
House has ever postponed the issue of a 
Writ because of allegations of corrupt 
practices, except in a case where there is 
an allegation of the extensive prevalence 
of such corrupt practices, and then only 
with a view to ulterior proceedings in 
the direction of the issue of a Commis- 
sion of Inquiry. I, therefore, thought it 
was right to intervene in this Debate, 
and to say that, although my hon. Friend 
has thought it right to propose his 
Amendment, it is one which the Go- 
vernment cannot support. 

•Sir RICHARD WEBSTER (Isle of 
Wight) : I have to add very few words 
in consequence of the views expressed by 
the Attorney General on behalf of Her 
Majesty's Government. I do not think 
we have any right to find fault with 
or make any criticism of the Member 
for the Scotland Ward Division for 
having called the attention of the 
House to certain incidents in connection 
with the Rochester election petition. I 
do not know that I could have expressed, 
or should wish to express, my under- 
standing of the law in regard to this 
matter in better or clearer terms than the 



1852 and the later Act of 1868, the Attorney General has used. I only 



foundation for any proceedings in the 
4iirection of the issue of a Commission 
must have been based upon the proved 
fact of the existence of general corrup- 
tion, the words of the Statute being 

** that there is reason to believe that corrupt 
practices have in fact, or that there is reason to 
Ijelieve that corrupt practices have in fact ex- 
tensively prevailed in the borough." 

My hon. Friend is now asking the 
House, who have not the evidence 
before them, and who, if they had the full 
•evidence before them, are not, I venture 
to say, competent to judge of its effect in 
the same sense as the Judges whose 
responsible duty it was to do so — he is 
asking this House to arrive at a conclu- 
sion contrary to the conclusion arrived at 
hy the Judges, and to ask this House to 
assert that in point of fact, although the 
Judges have not so found, that there was 
reason to believe that corrupt practices 
•did extensively prevail. The view the 
Government takes of the matter is that 
this is not an Amendment which can be 
.supported by the Government, and I 
have to point out that there is no case 
-.since the Act of 1868 — I might go much 
iarther back, and I think I might say 
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desire to say this, that in the first place 
the interference of this House, whether 
based upon the Report of the old Com- 
mittees or upon the Report of the Election 
Judges, has, so far as I know, never gone 
the length of interfering with the issue 
of a Writ unless there has been a distinct 
report that corrupt practices have exten- 
sively prevailed in the borough ; and it is 
worthy of note in this case that the lan- 
guage to which the hon. Member referred 
to clearly indicates — whatever may be 
their criticism of certain practices — that 
neither of the learned Judges thought 
there had been extensive corruption in 
this particular case. I should be disposed 
to say this, adding my observations 
merely to what the learned Attorney 
General said, I believe the House has 
never for a great many years suspended 
the issue of a Writ unless prepared 
either to direct a prosecution or to order 
an inquiry or to direct a Bill to be 
brought in by the Government of the 
day with the view to the disfranchise- 
ment of the borough, and I think the 
general sense of the House would be, 
that while every Member of the House 
would be anxious that corrupt practices 
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at elections should be put down and the 
purity of elections secured, still upon the 
other hand it would he an undesirable and 
an unwise thing if disfranchisement of a 
borough should take place because an 
individual Member of the House might 
desire to criticise and to examine the 
evidence. I am glad to think that there 
is no difference between those of us who 
speak on the legal aspect of the case, and 
after what the learned Attorney General 
has said I trust the House will come to 
the conclusion that no reason whatever 
has been given for postponing the issue 
of the Writ. 

Mr. W. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : I 
think the fact is worthy of notice that 
the person selected for this corrupt 
borough is the son of the late Prime 
Minister. It is verv instnictive to find 
of all persons in the United King- 
dom selected to take advantage of the 
expenditure of beer and money and other 
corrupt machinery that person was 
one who was, or supposed to be, one of 
the most tnisted Members of the Tory 
Party, namely. Lord Cranbourne. That 
will be very instructive to us. I should 
have imagined that the late Prime 
Minister would have been most solicitous 
that anyone connected with himself should 
be kept aloof and apart from anything 
savouring of corruption. When we 
hear, as I suppose we shall, in a few days, 
some homily on the action of the priest- 
hood in the county of Meath, I shall 
put this constant question — what about 
the sandwitches ? I think it would be 
a most pertinent question, and it is not 
to the credit of the Tory Party with 
regard to a borough of this kind, that 
they should have put before the electors 
of this kingdom that Lord Cranborue, 
the sou of a gentleman who was receutly 
the Prime Minister of this country, should 
be the proper person to take advantage 
of this corruption. I think the House 
and the country will take general note 
of the fact that the Tory Party has 
selected their most conspicuous figure- 
head to float in again on this sea of beer 
in this borough of Rochester. They 
would know how to appreciate in the 
proper manner the slanders directed 
against us in Ireland in regard to certain 
recommendations which were practically 
the recommendations that have been made 
in Tory churches and Presbyterian 
churches in the North of Ireland. I 

Sir Richard Webster 



think the time will soon come when the 
House should reconsider the question of 
referring these elections to Judges. I 
think the House made a profound mistake 
when it ever surrendered to Judges the 
right of trying the case of its own Mem- 
bers. There are as honest men in this 
House to decide these questions as any 
Judges in the land ; and I say further- 
more, that after the decisions which* we 
have had, especially where there has 
been differences Of opinion, and in 
some cases where the Judges have 
gone in the very teeth of former decisions, 
that they give us cause to consider 
whether these Reports ought to be 
acted upon in all cases by the House, or 
whether the House should not revert to 
its ancient practice and order an inde- 
pendent investigation. When I am con- 
fronted in the Queen's Bench in Dublin 
with four ex-Attorney Generals of the 
Tory Government, and when I hear on 
the other hand men like Sir James 
Mathew attacked, I have grave doubts 
whether there are not men in this 
House quite as capable of exercising an 
independent opinion as any four ex- 
Attorney Generals of the right hon. 
Member for East Manchester. I do 
not believe that ermine is a specific 
against partiality. I have grave doubts 
on that point. I believe that when we 
put Judges into ermine they remain 
Tories or Liberals, just as they were all 
their lives, though they never were 
Nationalists. I think the case of 
Rochester, and especially the case of 
Montgomery, ought, if possible, induce 
the House on the first available oppor- 
tunity to repeal this Act of 1868, which 
has been the cause of large expense, and 
which has resulted most unsatisfactorily, 
and that we should have Committeeswhich 
may be open, no doubt, to the charges of 
partisanship, but they would be frankly 
and not hypocritically partisan, and 
when they gave their votes everybody 
would say " there are three to two," and 
so on, as the case may be ; and they 
would not be able to invoke any sancti- 
monious pretence, that putthig men into 
wigs and gowns robbed them of par- 
tiality. 

Mu. PICTON (Leicester), said it 
would be a mistake to suppose that many 
of them were entirely satisfied with the 
condition of affairs as regards these 
election petitions. In this case thej 
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were told that the Judges had reported 
substantially to this effect : that certaiu 
circumstauces or facts which had come to 
light prevented their reporting that 
corruption had not extensively pre- 
vailed ; but, on the other hand, they 
had not had evidence before them 
which would enable them to report 
positively that corruption had exten- 
sively prevailed. What struck him was 
this — that in bringing the case before 
the Judges the petitioners only desired 
to adduce as much evidence as would 
cause judgment to be given in their 
favour ; that was to say, what would 
enable the Judges to decide that the 
election was void. They need not go 
farther. They had no need to prove 
that corruption extensively prevailed. 
It was a very expensive tbing to con- 
duct an Election Petition, and he sup- 
posed all parties were glad it should be 
as brief as possible. If, in the Rochester 
case, the matter had been carried fur- 
ther, and a thorough inquiry had been 
conducted, he could have little doubt 
from the evidence that had been 
fidduced that a very large number of 
other incidents would have been proved, 
and it would have been seen that cor- 
ruption extensively prevailed. So that 
they were in this position by the present 
mode of conducting election inquiries — 
that only sufficient evidence was adduced 
to enable the petitioners to prove their 
case. Corruption might pervade every 
purlieu of the town, but it would never 
l)e brought to light because it was not to 
the interest of the petitioners to bring it 
to light. This was a very unsatisfac- 
tory state of affairs, and he earnestly 
hoped the Government would endeavour 
somewhat to amend the law relating 
to elections. 

Mr. MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
wished to allude to one or two facts in 
connection with the Rochester Election 
Petition. It was proved and stated by 
both the Election Judges that the agent 
of the Rochester Constitutional Associa- 
tion and the agent of the Rochester 
Publicans' Association was one and the 
same individual. Here they saw the 
close connection between the Conserva- 
tives and beer when they went to the 
polls. Both Judges stated that the 
three Associations which, as they said in 



America, were run in favour of the Tory 
Party — namely, the Constitutional Asso- 
ciation, the Publicans' Association, and 
the Birthright Association, were mere 
machinery for corruption. But there 
was another expression in the judgment 
of one of the learned Judges, which was 
endorsed by the other. He said 
that although they would not find 
that general corruption extensively 
prevailed throughout the borough, they 
had the strongest suspicion that it did. 
One of the Judges stated he was soiTy 
one branch of the case was not brought 
forward further, through some techni- 
cality, because particulars had not been 
given, a large period over which corrup- 
tion was stated to have been exercised 
being thereby kept from the purview of 
the Judges. Some bogus voters were 
said to have been paid five shillings per 
day as canvassers, and one of the Judges 
said if they could only prove that, it 
would be a sorry job, not only for the 
a^^ent who had so employed them, but 
also for the candidate himself. He wfes 
certain that both the present and the late 
Attorney General would agree with him 
that an Election Petitions Act which 
only gave to the Election Judges powers 
and functions of the old Committee to 
try Petitions under Sir Robert Peel's Act^ 
and did not go any further, was not suffi- 
cient. What was the benefit of the in- 
quiry given to them under the Act of 
1868 if it were not further to elicit facts 
of which there was strong suspicion. 
The Judges had both agreed there was a 
case for strong suspicion in the present 
instance, although they had not sufficient 
evidence to enable them to report that 
corruption extensively prevailed. They 
gave up a good deal by the Election Act 
of 1868. They gave rights to Judges to 
hear cases when there were legitimate 
causes for inquiry, in order that in boroughs 
like Rochester, where these practices were 
known to extensively prevail, they might 
be checked and stopped. 

Sir henry JAMES (Bury, Lanca- 
shire) said, he did not think, even if they 
did postpone the issue of this Writ, they 
could constitutionally grant any inquiry* 
They had long ago taken a course which 
prevented them very substantially from 
doing this. The Attorney General had 
stated the effect of the Act, and the only 
course now was, he (Sir Henry James) 
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believed for two electors to send in a 
Petition to the House, upon which Petition 
it would be in their power to issue a 
Commission. Upon the Report of the 
Judges, had they reason to believe that 
corrupt practices extensively prevailed ? 
There was no evidence given to show 
that they did. If they did, they 
should be asked to take upon 
themselves the duty of reading this 
evidence, and stating whether a Com- 
mission should issue or not. He refused 
to entertain the idea that the House 
would be influenced by political feeling 
in a question of the kind. He would 
remind them of a case that arose just as 
soon as the Act was passed, and which 
came before the House ou the issue of a 
Writ for Norwich. The Report was that 
coiTupt practices extensivly prevailed. 
There was a Motion that a Writ should 
issue, and it was passed, and on the 
question of a Commission it was shown 
that Parliament had no power over the 
matter. They had also the case of 
Wigan in 1882, and the decision given 
by Mr. Gathorue Hardy. In fact, the 
House in 1863 gave up its right to 
determine in these cases, and left the 
duty to the Judges. If they were to go 
beyond the Judges they would depart 
from a practice which Parliament had laid 
down. It was a matter of congratulation 
that House did not show itself disposed 
to do so in this case. There had not 
•been in the slightest degree any evidence 
on its part that it intended to act other- 
wise than perfectly impartial in the 
matter. It seemed to him that the desire 
was that the House of Commons should 
remain impartial, and take no part in 
these matters. 

Mr. chance (Kilkenny, S.) said, 

he listened to the right hon. Gentleman 

who had just spoken, and he had listened 

to him with some surprise. One of the 
duties cast on a Judge was to report on 
the election ; but where the election was 
voided, there was a second one — that of 
reporting on the evidence. If the Judges 
reported that cornipt or illegal practices 
extensively prevailed that voided the elec- 
tion. When the petitioner succeeded in 
his case, he had absolutely no inducement 
to go any further — first, on the ground of 
expense ; and, second, on the ground of 
unpopularity, for in nine cases out of ten 
he was the unsuccessful candidate, and 
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he was anxious to raise as little trouble 
for himself as possible. He would point 
out, also, that the moment the Judges 
had decided their power of examination 
was over. He had never known 
a case where the Judges had power 
to act as detectives — though some of 
them would like to do that ; some of 
them were anxious to have the power. 
The duty of the House, then, was purely 
Ministerial ; and, so far as inquiry into 
illegal practices was concerned, the 
House ought to provide every weapon 
for the purpose of discovering, for in his 
opinion it had not deprived itself of the 
right of holding inquiry. It was ad- 
mitted that the Act of 1883 did not 
provide sufficient powers to bring certain 
sources of corrupt practices to light. 
The right hon. Gentleman admitted that, 
and yet he said that because the House 
asked the Judges to report upon this one 
subject, the House being seised with a 
knowledge that there had been a great 
miscarriage of justice, and seised with the 
knowledge of a great scandal, this grave 
scandal was to go unchecked and 
unpunished. That was a dangerous. 
course. He did not think there was any 
point in the matter for the Select Com- 
mittees. The action of those Committees 
had nothing to do with another tribunal 
which was insufficiently equipped for the 
purpose of discovering a certain state of 
facts. He disclaimed any intention of 
interfering with the Judges, and hoped 
the House would see its way to adopt the 
Amendment of his hon. Friend. 

Mr. T. p. O'CONNOR said, he was 
satisfied with the discussion that had 
taken place, and, with the permission of 
the House, he would withdraw the 
Amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Ordered, That Mr. S{)eaker do issue his War- 
rant to the Clerk of the Crown to make out a 
New Writ for the electing of a Member to 
serve in this present Parliament for the borough 
of Rochester, in the room of Horatio David 
Davies, esquire, whose election for the said 
borough has been declared void. 

NEW WRIT. 
For Pontcfract, v. Honorable Rowland 
Winn, now Lord St. Oswald, called ap to 
the House of Peers. 
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ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY'S MOST GRACIOUi? SPEECH- 

MOTION FOR ADDRESS. [ADJOURNED 

DEBATE.] 

Order read, for resiimiDg Adjourned 
Debate on Question [3l8t January], 
" That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth : — 

Most Gracious Sovereign, 

We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal 
subjects, the Commons of the Unite<l Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to thank Your Majesty for 
the Most Gi*acious Sjieech which Your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.'' — 
(J/r. Lambert. ) 

Question again proposed. 

Debate resumed. 

•Mr. CARSON (Dublin Univer- 
sity) : I am not disposed to follow 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland very minutely 
through the mass of figures which he gave 
in relationto that country. But I find it 
hard to reconcile some of the facts stated 
by him with others which I shall 
briefly refer to. The reason I do not 
take the course of following him at any 
length is this : It has always been the 
case of the Party to which I have the 
honour to belong, that the recrudescence of 
crime in Ireland depends largely on the 
course the political agitators find it con- 
venient to take at a particular moment. If 
these political agitators have decided that 
it is right to say that the government of 
Ireland is to be made impossible, then there 
will be a recrudescence of crime ; but if, on 
the other hand, they have not, you may 
be perfectly certain that crime will 
decrease in the country. The right hon. 
Gentleman points out the fact that even 
this year rents are being better paid 
than heretofore, which shows that the 
payment of rent is dependent not 
on the state or condition of the tenant 
farmer, but on whether men like the hon. 
Member for East Mayo is prepared to 
say, ''I know a man who can pay, but who 
won't pay, because I tell him not to pay."* 
But I desire -J to mention one or two 
matters which require explanation, but 
which, as I shall show the House, have 
been absolutely unexplained by the right 
hon. Gentleman. While he quoted the 



Charges of the Judges at the Winter 
Assizes he forgot the Charge of one Judge 
who, in the County of Leitrim, drew at- 
tention to the substantial increase in the 
more serious class of crime. He said he 
understood that bail cases had been 
sent forward in serious cases at the 
Winter Assizes, but he did not tell us 
that Her Majesty's Judges, in two out of 
the four circuits, drew attention to . the 
fact that cases of serious crime — intimi- 
dation and the raiding of houses at night 
had not been sent forward as they ought 
to have been. There is one other case, 
too, that must have escaped his memory 
or his notice — the case of the Rev. 
Father Clarke, in the County of Meath, 
who was sent forward last Julv on a 
charge of doing grievous bodily harm to 
an old man voting in the district. Why did 
he not send him forward ? Why, because 
it would be inconvenient to try him out 
of his own parish, and he will be kept 
there to be tried, as he is bound to be, in 
March. I desire to pass from these 
matters, and I believe the House 
will bear with me while I proceed 
with a few observations upon that 
grotesque performance, the Evicted 
Tenants Commission. I happened to be 
one of the counsel who attended upon 
the opening day of the sittings of the 
Commission. The right hon. Gentleman 
did me the honour of saying he should 
not refer to the urbanity of counsel on 
that occasion. Well, following the taste of 
the right hon. Gentleman, I shall abstain 
from referring to the urbanity of the Judge. 
But, Sir, it is not upon the urbanity of the 
counsel or the urbanity of the Judge 
that the serious question in relation to this 
Commission at all depends. In its 
conception, in its proceedings, up to the 
day it left Dublin, the whole thing was 
a monstrous pretence. Why did the 
right hon. Gentleman appoint the Com- 
mission at all ? The right hon. Gentle- 
man tells us he was anxious to heal 
up old sores, and to find a basis upon 
which these evicted tenants — these 
fraudulent evicted tenants — could be re- 
stored to their holdings. He tells us be 
does not like the crambe repetita of his 
own speeches. Perhaps he does not like the 
crambe repetita of his votes in this 
House. While he was casting about to ac- 
complish this object the right hon. Gentle- 
man must have forgotten that he voted last 
year in favour of Mr. O'Kelly 's Bill for the 
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compulsory restoration of these tenants. * 
1 would also remind him that an- 
other Memher of the Government — 
the First Commissioner of Works (Mr. 
Shaw Lefevre) — went down to a district 
in Ireland and made these promises to 
the tenantry on behalf of the Govern- 
ment should they prove victorious. 

** There can be ko doubt that within a month 
of such a victory every emergency man will 
have fled the country, and every bogus tenant 
will have reBolved himself into his original 
clement, and agreements will be come to, if 
not voluntarily by some legislative i)roce8s. 
Every tenant who has been evicted may con- 
^dently hope to be reinstated in his holding, 
and those who have suffered eviction from 
honourable motives will ever stand high in the 
memory of their own countrymen." 

I want to know, in the face of that state- 
ment, and in the face of the vote given by 
the right hon. Gentleman himself, and I 
think also by the present Leader of the 
House, what was he casting about for 
when he thought fit to appoint this 
Commission, and what was the exact 
information he expected to get ? I, 
therefore, venture to say that the right 
hon. Gentleman, when he comes forward 
and argues seriously before us that he 
wanted to heal up these disputes existing 
between landlords and tenants, is not 
^ving us the real reason that existed for 
the appointment of this Commission, 
which was to avoid an ugly question 
coming forward, and which was to enable 
him to extricate the hon. Member for 
Meath and the hon. Meml^er for Cork 
from the difficulty in which they had 
placed themselves by procuring that 
these tenants should be evicted. When 
the right hon. Gentleman did think fit to 
appoint this Commission I think the 
least he might have done was to try and 
appoint it with some of the externals 
of decency. The right hon. (Trcntleman — 
and I think it does him credit — did not 
follow the course last night, that he did 
at Newcastle. At Newcastle certain 
matters were not known which he has 
been since informeil of, and he took it 
upon himself there to allege that the 
Commission as appointed was more of a 
landlords* Commission than a tenants* 
Commission. I must say he had not the 
indecency to repeat that statement in 
this House. What was the character 
he gave the Commission himself last 
night? I think he almost conceded that 
it was a partisan Commission. Ko 
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doubt he did say that " two of the members 
were officials of the very highest com- 
petence, experience, and responsibility in 
connection with the land question in 
Ireland ;" but one of these gentlemen he 
took care, by giving him an appointment, 
to remove on the second day they sat, 
and as regards the other gentleman of 
the " highest competence, experience, and 
responsibility in connection with the 
land question in Ireland," he found the 
conduct of the President so distasteful 
to the feelings of any honourable man 
that he had to withdraw on the third 
day of the sitting. Now, the right 
hon. Gentleman has, as far as 
he could, attempted to defend the 
remaining Commissioners. He made an 
elaborate defence of Mr. Kedington. 
Mr. Kedington, he says, has been mis- 
represented. He says that gentleman 
never did assert that the " landlords of 
Ireland were the worst enemies of their 
class and of their countrv." He made 
this remarkable coiTection. He said 
that Mr. Rediugton's words in reality were 
that the " landlords of Ireland who follow 
Lord Salisbury are the worst enemies 
of their class and of their country." 
I make the right hon. Gentleman a 
present of the correction. I shall 1)6 
glad if he will point out to me one single 
landlord in Ireland who is not a follower 
of Lord Salisbury, except Mr. Keding- 
ton himself, who has become a follower 
of the right hon. Gentleman since he 
sold every acre of land he possessed 
in Ireland. Now, there was one matter 
as to which I was exceedingly anxious 
to hear what the right hon. Gentleman 
would say, and that was the opening 
statement of Justice Ma the w — a state- 
ment which I venture to think will not 
be defended in this House, and which, 
although there were many noble Lords who 
have been ornaments of the Bench in 
England present in the other House when it 
was challenged the other night, not one of 
them stoo<l up to support. What waj? 
the opening statement ? The learned 
President, who, to do him justice and to 
do the English Bench justice, took care 
to sny that he whs not acting as an 
English Judge, commenced his opening 
statement in this way — 

** We must first, we very much regret, take 
the case of the Claniicaide estate. Urgent 
reiu'esentations have l)een made to us that 
Parliament should be fully infonned as to the 
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certainly like to explain the view that I 
took of it at the time and the view that 
I take of it now. I mean the question 
of cross-examination. I never stated to 
the learned Judge that I thought there 
was an absolute right to cross-exami- 
nation. At the very outset, when we 
were discussing procedure, I suggested 
to the learned Judge that, at all events, 
somebody ought to cross-examine the 
witnesses, and I suggested that a con- 
venient course would be that the names 
of the witnesses to be examined ton 
behalf of tenants should be submi edt 
to the landlords in proper time, and that 
they should supply a brief to the Com- 
mission for the purpose of having certain 
questions put. I was told in answer to 
that, which seemed to me to be a 
practical suggestion, that I was looking 
for a grievance. Well, but ought a witness 
to be cross-examined, or ought he not ? 
When the matter arose at a subsequent 
stage, with reference to the first witness, 
I asked to be allowed to cross-examine. 
Before lunch I was told that I might 
cross-examine. After lunch, I suppose 
wiser counsels prevailed, and I was not 
allowed to cross-examine. When I was 
refused the right to cross-examine I 
made what I think was a very moderate 
request to the learned President, and it 
was this : Having regard to the par- 
ticular facts of the case, I asked would 
he allow me to state my reasons why I 
thought cross-examination was essential, 
and he said he would not. I, therefore 
never had an opportunity of stating to 
the learned President why I thought 
that cross-examination was essential, 
and 1 purpose now to state to this 
House tiie reason I was not allowed to 
give. The first witness examined cer- 
tainlv rather astonished me. I had had 
some experience of that witness. I was 
present in the Court on the occasion of 
the trial of "Blunt v, Byrne," which went 
on for eight days in the Superior Court 
before tlie Lord Chief Baron, whose 
charge, by the order of this House, has 
been laid on the Table. I saw this first 
witness called before the Commission 
sitting seven or eight days in the Court 
while the case to which I refer was 
being tried. 1 heard matters of the 
gravest responsibility proved against 
him in relation to the Clanricarde estate. 
I saw him challenged to go upon the 
table and stand the test of cross-exami- 



mode in which Lord Clanricarde has used the 
powers which the law has entruuted to him as a 
landlord. For the present, so far as we know. 
Lord Clanricarde stands alone. No other 
landlonl makes common cause with him. 
£ven at the eleventh hour he may see the 
Avisdom of i)ermittiDg us to extricate him from 
his position, which, it would seem, great as is 

liis risk, no man need envy him If Lonl 

Clanricarde in person refuses to , attend and 
explain his conduct he must be prepared for 
the assumption that arises and the inference 
that is properly drawn where evidence is 
deliberately withheld." 

The right hon. Gentleman tnily said 
last night that he did not appoint this 
Commission to try the Irish landlords — 
I think he appointed them. Sir, to con- 
demn the Irish landlords. But, Sir, I 
venture to characterise that opening 
statement of the President not only as 
scandalous, but as incompetent, and I 
shall tell vou whv. What was the 
foundation for this charge that was 
made in segregating the case of Lord 
Clanricarde, for whom I appeared at the 
Commission [^Ministerial cheers^ from 
that of the other landlords ? Yes, I am 
not one of those counsel who selects his 
clients when they are on their trial. I am 
always quite willing to appear, to see 
that justice is done to any man. But 
what was the basis of the charge made 
against Lord Clanricarde ? In a verv 
humble way.- I ventured to say that I 
appeared for the noble Lord, and that I 
<iid not imdcrstand why his absence from 
the Commission should be commented 
upon in this way, 1 was courteously told 
to sit down. But what turned out to be 
the fact ? The President went on 
to say that Lord Clanricarde had been 
invited to attend, and that in an insult- 
ing way he had said that he would not 
attend. I think the House will be 
surprised to hear that, as a matter of fact. 
Lord Clanricarde was not invited to 
attend, and had not refused to attend. 
On the contrary, he instructed me to 
attend for him, and to examine him 
when he came before the Commission, 
to sec that fair play was done to 
bis case. Therefore, so far as the 
opening statement of the learned Judge 
— if I may call him a Judge — was 
concerned, I am glad that the right hon. 
Gentleman, the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, has thought proper, by his 
silence, to show his condemnation of the 
performance of that gentleman. There 
is another serious question, and I should 
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nation, and I saw him refuse ; and, 
whilst I make no accusation whatsoever 
against the witness, I think, at least, 
the House will say that, under these 
particular circumstances, and in re- 
lation to this identical estate, there 
were at least some grounds for 
sifting the honesty of the evidence. 
Some reference has been made by the 
hon. Member for North Armagh 
(Colonel Saunderson) to the speech of the 
first witness examined before the Com- 
mission. Let me read to the House 
what the Lord Chief Baron said with 
reference to that speech, and then the 
House will see whether the gallant 
Colonel and I myself are too persistent 
in endeavouring to bring this matter 
under the notice of the House. The 
Chief Baron said that — 

** Upon the first night after the service of the 
processes another meeting was held, and John 
jRoche, one of the leading spirits at Woodfonl, 
on the 23rd Octobei, said the authorities had 
had their Balaclaya that day, but the people 
would have their Fontenoy another day, and 
thereupon the name of an unfortunate man 
was groaned at. Within a period of two more 
months — he did not know whether they con- 
sidered it their Fontenoy or not— that unfor- 
tunate man was, without a moment's notice, sent 
before his Creator, and within half an hour of it 
becoming known that his body had been fiddled 
with shots, his widow was publicly groaned at, 
and hooted through the streets of Woodford. 
Oh 1 what a lesson for moderation of language ! 
Oh 1 what a lesson as to the effect of the 
exciting speeches made in Woodford on the 
23rd September I " 

But it was not simply in reference to 
these matters that I desired to cross- 
examine. The witness stated in his 
direct examination that if at a certain 
date Lord Clanricarde had given a reduc- 
tion of 15 per cent, all the trouble would 
have been avoided. It had been proved 
before the Special Commission that at 
the very date at which the witness 
averred that 15 percent, would have been 
accepted the witness himself had been 
chairman of a meeting, and had signed a 
resolution pledging all those present not 
to accept less than 50 per cent, for a 
reduction. Now, Sir, before the Special 
Commission the witness was confronted 
with that resolution. He was cross- 
examined as to it by the Attorney General 
of the late Government, and I merely 
mention this as one of a number of 
incidents. I want to know was that a 
material circumstance when you were 
finding out the right and wrong of these 
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evictions ? But there was another 
matter in one of the things referred to 
before the Evicted Tenants Commission,, 
and which I have no doubt we shall 
hear a great deal about from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
and that was the cost of those evictions 
to the country. Well, the witness 
deposed to the great cost and expense 
incurred through resistance to the law 
and the Sheriffl On cross-examination 
before the Special Commission he ad- 
mitted that he was at one of the most 
disgraceful scenes that ever took place 
in Ireland — the Scene at Sandy's Fort. 
The witness said that he was one of 
those who had been there to help in 
resisting the Sheriff in the eviction. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) : I have 
just come into the House, and I under* 
stand that the hon. Member is referring 
to me. I have to say that his interpreta- 
tion of my evidence is totally inaccurate* 
I defy him to find out where I said I 
was there for the purpose of resisting. I 
said that I was present at the eviction — 
and I was proud to be present. 

Mr. CARSON : Exactly ; the hon. 
Member was present, and proud to be 
present, at the evictions that were costing 
so much expense to the country. I make 
no charge against the hon. Member. I 
am not accusing him of resisting the 
eviction, but having regard to the fact that 
he was there, and proud of it, I suggest that 
at least I was entitled to put one question 
in cross-examination. But I will give 
one other instance, and this is the last I 
will refer to. The hon. Member was 
called to prove a case on behalf of the 
tenants as against a gentleman or a lady^ 
I forget which, of the name of Lewis, 
and he had made a speech to Lewis's 
tenantry, in which he told them that they 
ought to throttle a Mr. Lewis tmtil 
the glass eye fell out of his head. 

Mr. ROCHE : Mr. Speaker, I did not 
tell the tenantry to throttle him ; but I 
told them that by adopting the Plan of 
Campaign they would adopt a means 
and method by which they would throttle 
him. And I admit that in the heat and 
excitement of the moment I did go bo 
far as to say that by adopting that 
method — ^I was led away to an extent, 
and I did make use of the expression 
that by adhering loyally to their pledges 
*i — — ould throttle him, and I hoped 
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they would not loose their grasp until 
the glass eye fell out of his head. 

Mr. CARSON : Well, I really will 
leave it to the House whether that was 
a matter upon which one might 
have been allowed to put a 
question to the witness. But, Sir, the 
important point of my argument is> to 
come yet, and it is this, that all I 
have been stating as material for cross- 
examination was known to Mr. Justice 
Ma the w, and he had it on his desk before 
him. While the learned President 
thought fit to make use of the direct 
evidence given before the Special 
Commission, for the purpose of prov- 
ing a document, he never thought 
fit to ask one single question of the hon. 
Member of the several hundreds which 
had been put to him in cross-examination. 
Therefore it was that I did venture 
humbly to suggest to the learned Presi- 
dent that I ought to be allowed, when 
he would not take the obligation upon 
himself, to sift to the furthest the 
evidence on which this House was to be 
asked to legislate. But, Sir, the Com- 
missioners were only anxious to heap up 
the agony against Lord Clanricarde. 
There were many other matters that 
were not touched upon that seemed to 
me most material. This House has 
passed a large number of safeguards for 
the protection of tenants in Ireland. 
You have passed safeguards which 
render it impossible for landlords to evict 
tenants wholesale unless they wish to 
ruin themselves if the tenants are in the 
right. There are provisions in the Act 
of 1870 which would have enabled 
almost all the tenants on the Clanri- 
carde property to bring before the Court 
any unjustifiable conduct on his part, 
and to have had compensation assessed, 
even where evicted for non-payment of 
rent, if Lord Clanricarde was in the 
vrrong. There are also provisions 
in the Act of 1887 enabling the 
Court in certain cases, if judicial 
rents have not been fixed — ^as they were 
not in Lord Clanricarde^s case — to stay 
the execution pending the fixing of those 
rents. I should like to know, before this 
House is called upon to pass additional 
legislation and to vote away public money, 
whether it would not be well to inquire 
why these tenants had not availed them- 
selves of the Courts. Not one single 
question on any one of these points was 



asked while I was there. Now I pass 
away from that matter, and I liave ex* 
plained, I think, the reasons why I ought 
to have been allowed to cross-examine^ 
I rely upon no precedents, but as the 
right hon. Gentleman has mentioned them 
I may say that so far as we have been 
able to ascertain every single precedent 
that exists is in favour of allowing cross- 
examination, in Commissions under Vice- 
regal warrant. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said last night there were seven one 
way and six the other in twenty-five years* 
But I asked him across t^e table whether 
in the cases where there had been no cross- 
examination it had been asked for and dis- 
allowed and he said he could not say. I 
am glad that be has not ventured to say 
in this House what he said at Newcastle — 
when he spoke away from the records of 
Dublin Castle. This is what he said- — 

" Well, then as to precedents I state without 
fear of contradiction that the procedure followed 
by Mr. Justice Mathew was in accnixlance 
with every precedent to be found, and that 
counsel have been allowed to intervene, if at 
all, only as friends of the Court and not to 
attack or protect witnesses. The whole of this 
clamour and uproar has been got up for party 
purposes." 

[" Hear, hear I "] Hon. Members may 
cheer that, but the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland did not venture to assert that last 
night. On the contrary, he admitted that 
the landlords were willing to attend and 
to give every information, and had not 
objected even to the constitution of the 
Commission. No, Sir ; the right hon. 
Gentleman was strictly correct in that. 
The landlords did not object though they 
did protest that there was nobody to 
represent them on the Commission. They 
thought that even the body of Nationalists, 
as the right hon. Gentleman called them, 
would be able to take evidence — if they 
were not to form a judgment — and to 
submit that evidence fairly to tlie House 
for its consideration. All I can say i& 
that while the right hon. Gentleman 
boasts that they were all Nationalists, I 
should not complain of the fact that 
they were all Nationalists if they 
had acted fairly ; but it certainly 
is not likely that this body of Nation- 
alists, if it is the best the right hon. 
Gentleman can obtain, will inspire much 
confidence in the Loyalists of Ireland as 
to the administration of the law in the 
future when we are blessed with this 
Home Rule scheme of the Government* 
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Now', Sir, I pass on to another question, 
upon which I venture to think the right 
hon. Gentleman gave the House but scant 
information — I mean the Gweedore pri- 
soners. I was very much reminded by 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
of a speech I heard at Maryborough, pro- 
nounced by the gentleman who is now 
the Attorney General for Ireland, in con- 
nection with the trial of those prisoners. 
What we challenge in this matter is, not 
the right hon. Gentleman's right to 
i«ee that the clemency of the Crown is 
exercised, but that the exercise of the 
clemency of the Crown in the present case 
was not a bona fide exercise of the clemency 
of the Crown. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that he examined into the 
merits of the case ; but I would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that at the 
time when these trials took place, before 
he had any opportunity of examining 
into the merits, he went about the country 
from one place to another denouncing 
those trials and; verdicts, saying that 
the verdicts were tainted ; and when 
the right hon. Gentleman says mat for 
the purpose of exercising the clemency 
of the Crown he examined into the 
merits of the case, I should like 
the House to note the judicial 
frame of mind of the right hon. 
Gentleman who had prejudged the 
matter three years previously. I was 
anxious to see what were the exact 
grounds on which the right hon. Gentle- 
man would state that the clemencv of 
the Crown was exercised in this case. 
I must say, having listened carefully to 
the right hon. Gentleman, I have not 
been able to follow him as to what those 
grounds were. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman t^ay that there is any doubt 
of the guilt of those prisoners — of all or 
miy of them ? Was that the ground on 
which lie went ? I have always under- 
stood that the clemencv of the Crown in 
overniling the constituted tribunal set up 
by Act of Parliament was not to be 
exercised unless on some special ground, 
either as regards failure of justice or by 
reason of some doulit being thrown on 
the guilt of the prisoners who have been 
incarcerated. But, Sir, in the present 
case the right hon. Gentleman will admit 
that the Judge who tried the case not 
only was perfectly satisfied with the 
verdict that was pronounced — [" No, no!"] 
Does the right hon. Gentleman dispute I 
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that ? Then I will read the words the 
Judge used in passing sentence — 

" Every one concerned in the resistance to 
the police in the execution of their lawful 
duties is responsihle in the eye of the law for 
murder if any policeiran is plain in the dis- 
charge of his duty. And I had to lay down 
that law to the jury, and to explain to them 
the circumstances of provocation which the 
law recognised as feufficient to reduce the crime 
frtm murder to roanblaughter, telling them 
that I was haidly able to diecein myfeelf— and, 
in fact, could not discern — any evidence u|X)n 
which such mitigating ciicumstances of provo- 
cation could rest, but adding that there were 
matters in this case which might induce them 
to bring force and strain \\\ on the evidence, so 
as to bring in a veixlict for the lesser crime. 
Ihey adopted the merciful view. Of their 
action 1 make no complaint ; what they did I 
agree with ; but I cannot shut my eyes to the 
fflct tl at but for their mercy it would now be 
my duty to prcmoiince sentence of death upon 
you ; and that the only mitigation you could 
expect would be to have that sentence changed 
from death to penal servitude for life." 

Not only does the Judge there approve 
of the verdict, but he commends the jury 
for having brought "force and strain upon 
the evidence so as to bring in a verdict 
for the lesser crime," but for which they 
would have had to expiate the. murder 
of that policeman by the penalty of 
death. Well, Sir, were these prisoners 
guilty, or is there any doubt of their 
guilt ? The right hon. Gentleman said 
last night that there was some difficulty 
about the evidence as to identification, as 
to places and persons. But did the 
right hon. Gentleman forget that the 
prisoners had pleaded guilty ? It strikes 
me as a curious feature in this case that 
we should be inquiring here not only into 
a case in which there was no miscarriage 
by the jury, but actually into a case 
where the prisoners themselves pleaded 
guilty. [Mr. John Mokley : Coll.] I 
do not know why the right hon. Member 
internipts me, because he let out the 
other three as well as Coll. Well, but 
something was said as to the prisoners 
pleading guilty on the suggestion of 
counsel according to some arrangement 
or compact. Well, I must say that I do 
not think the counsel who defended them 
— the right hon. Gentleman who is now 
the Attornev General for Ireland and the 
hon. and learned Meml)er for Louth — 
were at all the counsel who were likely 
to suggest to innocent men that they 
should plead guilty. But that this was 
not BO is absolutely shown by the fact 
that the hon. and learned Member for 
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the witness box with reference to 24 
men, and in my reply I was speaking of 
the whole body of men. According to 
my recollection of the whole of the men, 
all except four escaped without penal 
servitude. Gallagher, against whom 
there was the most terrible evidence, was 
left out by the Attorney General, while 
Ferry, about whom the evidence of the 
policeman was that he had danced on the 
man^s head, was absolutely discharged. 
Others were discharged, and six got off 
with sentences of two or three months' 
imprisonment. Therefore, speaking of 
the entire body of 24 men who were 
originally indicted for murder, I said they 
got off " in a coach." I would add, 
having resisted this compromise, though 
for months I bore in silence the slander 
that I had been a party to it, that the 
compact which was entered into by the 
representatives of the Crown was not 
kept, and the men got monstrously severe 
sentences. 

Mr. CARSON : I do not know that 
the hon. and learned Gentleman has 
really given any answer on the point. 
The phrase he used is before the House. 
I do not wish to press it further than 
his explanation will allow, but it cer- 
tainly does occur to me to be a strange 
thing that it should be suggested that 
the nature of the bargain or agreement 
with the prisoners' counsel was that, in 
consideration of men whom they knew 
to be absolutely guilty getting off, other 
prisoners whom they knew to be 
innocent should agree to plead 
guilty. I want to know, Where 
is the evidence which throws doubt 
upon the verdicts ? There is abso- 
lutely none. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that he passed over his own 
Lord Chancellor in Ireland, who is well 
acquainted with the state and condition 
of Ireland, and he passed over his own 
Solicitor General in Ireland. He thought 
fit to erect in England a Court of 
Criminal Appeal from the sentences 
passed in the Superior Courts 
in Ireland. When the right hon. 
Gentleman tells us he found ele- 
ments of doubt in the case, is it not a 
curious thing that the Lord Chancellor 
of Great Britain, speaking in the other 
House last night, said ho did not im- 
peach the original sentence ? The right 
hon. Gentleman said he took into con- 
sideration the time and place, and also 



Louth himself, speaking a few days after- 
wards as regards this very matter of the 
plea of guilty at a meeting of the 
National League in Dublin, said — 

^*It was said that counsel cxerciserl their 
judgment wrongly because they recommended 
the prisoners to plead guilty. That statement 
was absolutely false. They gave no such re- 
commendation. It was the law in felony cases that 
counsel could not plead guilty for a prisoner. 
Their acti<m was to consider all the facts, and 
leave the defendants in the case to come to their 
o^Ti conclusions." 

Therefore, you have it upon the state- 
ment of the hon. and learned Member 
that the act was a voluntary one on the 
part of the prisoners themselves. I 
cannot understand the point made by the 
right hon. Gentleman, in answer to the 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham (Mr. 
Chamberlain), as to the evidence given 
by the Attorney General for Ireland and 
the hon. and learned Member for Louth 
(Mr. T. M. Healy) upon the hearing of 
the libel action. I think there is a strong 
contrast between the way in which those 
trials and verdicts were treated by the 
right hon. Gentleman when he was 
putting himself into a judicial frame of 
mind immediately after the trials, and 
that in which they were treated by the 
two eminent counsel who defended the 
prisoners at Maryborough. The hon. 
and learned Member for Louth was 
asked this question — 

"In your o])inion as counsel, knowing ,the 
strength of the Crown case and the strength of 
your own, were they getting off easy ?" 

How could that have relation to men 
who were being acquitted ? It must 
have had relation to those who were 
l)eing convicted. The hon. and learned 
Member said in reply — 

" We originally believed that some of them 
would be convicted. I think, to use a popular 
phrase, 'hey got off * in a coach.' " 

Now, is it suggested that the statement 
of the hon. and learned Member had not 
reference to the men who pleaded 
guilty ? 

Mu. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : I 
do not desire to intervene in this Debate, 
as I was counsel in the case. I have 
never spoken in any Debate respecting a 
case in which I have acted as counsel, 
and I do not propose to speak in this. 
But as the right hon. Gentleman asks me 
a question I will reply. I was put in 
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the fact that none of the three men had 
been guilty of any physical injury to 
this unfortunate police constable. 

Mr. MORLEY : The actual murder. 

Mr. CARSON: Well, it is difficult to 
say when a number of blows are struck 
which of the men is the actual murderer. 
I do not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman ever read the injuries inflicted 
on this unfortunate man. I will read 
them for him. One of the witnesses at 
the coroner's inquest on Inspector 
Martin said — 

*'There were four lacerated woands, three 
inches, one, and one-and>a-half inches respec- 
tively in length, and the top and back part of 
the skull was completely smashed in. There were 
nine fragments of bone completely detached, 
and two portions driven into the substance of 
the brain. A large portion of the bones of the 
skull were almost detached. The bones of the 
nose were broken. There was a punctured 
wound on the left forehead, with extensive 
bruising. There was a bruise on the left cheek. 
There was a circular wound one inch and a 
half in diameter on the right elbow, and there 
was a contusion on the hip." 

Well, I cannot tell the right hon. 
Gentleman which of these men it was 
who inflicted the wounds. That they 
were all there engaged in a common 
object which resulted in the death of 
this unfortunate constable is beyond 
doubt ; and certainly the law will be- 
come ridiculous if it is to be suggested 
that there is to be any palliation, whether 
in the verdict of the jury, or in the 
exercise of the clemency of the Crown, 
because you have not been able to put 
your hand upon the man who inflicted 
the actual wound that caused death. 
I cannot at all agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman that, having regard to the 
time and place, there were any miti- 
gating circumstances whatever. And 
even if there were, if he had read the 
judgment of the Judge who had tried 
the case he would have seen that every 
one of the elements in the case had been 
carefully weighed and considered in 
estimating the sentences. In his evi- 
dence given at the libel trial the 
Attorney General admitteil that the 
reason why he had advised Father 
M'Fadden to plead guilty was, that the 
rev. gentleman had admitted to him that 
for three days previous to the occurrence 
he had been obstructing the police in 
the execution of this very warrant ; 
and it had been proved that a few nights 
before the crowd which assembled ren- 
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dered it absolutely impossible for the 
police officer who had gone there to 
serve the warrant, to do his duty. If,, 
by reason of the conduct of the person 
against whom the warrant was issued, by 
reason of the way in which he had 
tried to evade the police, and by reason 
of the way in which he had organised hia 
parishioners, it was found impossible to 
execute the warrant on any day but & 
Sunday were the Government to be 
frustrated, was the warrant to be allowed 
to be set at naught, and was the rev. 
gentleman to be allowed to assert once 
more as he had frequently asserted 
during these troublesome times that " he 
was the law in Gweedore ? " That the 
thing was premeditated is placed beyond 
all doubt, if you read some observations 
extracted from the speeches of the rev. 
gentleman himself. On the 19th July,. 
1887, he said— 

'* I expect to be arrested in a short time, and 
even if I be arrested I can console myself with 
the thought that within the four seas of Ireland 
there is not one priest deserves it more than I. 
I will treat any summons that is issucil against 
me with the utmost contempt. I wiU not 
attend on such summons, and I will never 
divulge one word as to the Plan of Campaign.** 

On the 12th September he said — 

" I will not appear upon their summons. 
Then they will issue a warrant for my arrest. 
Will the.v dare arrest me iu Gweedore amongst 
my people ? " 

See how pathetic he is. He goes on — 

" It would take the whole British Army to 
do it. There will be some blood spilt before 
they take me out of it." 

The epithets of the hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh (Colonel 
Saunderson) were indignantly heard by a 
section of the House yesterday. I am 
not myself in favour of using such strong 
epithets, which probably lead to no good 
result, but in the next paragraph I read 
I will ask the House to mark how care- 
fully this minister of religion and charity 
was as to the epithet he thought fit to 
use towards the police. On the 16th 
January, 1888, he says — 

" I do not agree with Father Stephens that 
the landlords are the only murderers. The 
police I regard as murderers, and they will 
have vengeances to fall on them in this world or 
in the next.** 

I ask the House whether if, after these 
statements of the rev. gentleman, there 
was blood spilt it was not through the 
organisation of the rev. gentleman. An 
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hon. Member yesterday made a most 
brilliant speech in this House, and I 
believe what chiefly brought forth the 
cheers of hon. Members below the gang- 
way on this side was his statement of 
his great regard and friendship for 
Father MTadden. After ail the hon. 
Gentleman is quite entitled to make his 
own friends. It is purely a matter of 
taste. I have gone into these matters 
because I thought it was well that the 
House should know that in persisting in 
making the charge that this was not a 
case of bona fide exercise of the 
clemency of the Crown we desire to go 
upon facts which are imanswerable and 
unanswered by the right hon. Gentleman. 
The right hon. Member for West Bir- 
mingham asked for an assurance that the 
release of these prisoners was to be no 
indication of the policy of further 
releases. I attended carefully to the 
speech of the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, and although the right hon. 
Gentleman assailed my right hon. Friend 
with reference to several matters, he sat 
down without giving any answer what- 
ever to that question. I have seen it 
stated in the papers that the right hon. 
Gentleman either has released or has in 
contemplation the release of a prisoner 
who was tried for having explosives in 
Tipperary during the outrages committed 
there while the Plan of Campaign was in 
full force. The sentence on this man 
was one of either seven or five years, and 
lie has only been imprisoned one or two 
j-ears at the outside. I want to know 
whether it is a fact that he is now to be 
released from prison. I can assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that we Irish 
Unionist Members are only too anxious 
to aid him in every way in carrying on 
the Government of Ireland, but I can 
also assure him that as surely as he 
abuses the powers that are entrusted to 
him, so surely will we upon every occasion, 
before the House and the country, call 
upon him to defend his action. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that he has 
:not a magician^s wand to bring peace 
and prosperity at once to Ireland. I 
should like to know what single act he 
has done during the six mouths he 
has been in office to increase the 
material prosperity of that country. 
I looked with anxiety in the Gracious 
Speech from the Throne for some indica- 
tion of an intention on his part to ex- 



tend the useful measures which had been 
set on foot by his predecessor my right 
hon. Friend the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, but I found that the only hope 
held out to Ireland was this miserable 
Home Rule Bill. And while the right 
hon. Gentleman knows that there is not 
the slightest chance of the Home Rule 
Bill becoming law until he and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid- 
lothian summon sufficient courage to put 
the issue before the country, he is not 
able to announce to the people of Ire- 
land one single measure which he pro- 
poses in the interim to bring forward 
in this House for the material benefit of 
that country. This Home Rule policy 
has been before Ireland for the last six 
or seven years, and I should like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman what progress 
he has made in that country towards 
bringing the different Parties together ? 
Six years of so-called coercion under the 
right hon. Gentleman, six years in which 
we have had time to consider, as against 
it, his Home Rule policy^ and what is 
the result ? After the six years of coer- 
cion we Unionists for Ireland come back 
here stronger by five seats than we were, 
and I do ask the right hon. Gentleman^^ 
in all honesty and sincerity, in the in- 
terests of Ireland, if this policy is to be 
adhered to, not to keep the matter open 
one day longer than is necessary, and to 
take the verdict of the country upon the 
net issue. I have only, in conclusion, to 
say I feel under a deep obligation to the 
House for the manner in which it has 
received me. 

Mr. D. RANDELL (Glamorgan, 
Gower) said, that the part of the 
speech to which he wished to specially 
direct the attention of the House was of 
momentous importance to Wales — to 
Wales, which had been more loyal to the 
Liberal Party than any other section of 
the United Kingdom. Since the 1868 
Election the Welsh Members had been 
practically a united Party, and all re- 
turned at the last Election — with two 
exceptions — were Liberal ; they con- 
stituted a solid phalanx of Liberals 
pledged to support Her Majesty^s Go- 
vernment. But whilst Wales was pre- 
pared to concede to Ireland the first 
claim, having regard to the long and 
great struggle which Irishmen had 
been engaged in asserting their 
nationality, they were very jealous of 
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^calculate with certaiutj on the support 
■of the Anti-Parnellite Members, who 
made it a condition of their allegiance 
that these tenants should be reinstated ? 
The second condition on which they 
promised their support was that the 
-dynamiters should be released. It seemed 
remarkable that the prerogative of mercy 
;should be debased as it had been in this 
respect. The great quality of mercy 
was never intended to be used for 
political purposes ; it was never intended 
to be almost prostituted for political 
objects. But even the release of some of 
the prisoners had not satisfied the people 
of Ireland, and there was an Amendment 
on the Paper calling for the release of 
the other dynamite prisoners— of men 
who were the most unmitigated scoundrels 
on the face of the earth ; of men who 
.sent dynamite in packages to railway 
stations in London with a fuse attached 
to them so arranged as to explode and 
injure men, women, and children when 
returning from their work. Surely men 
of that class were villains and demons of 
the worst kind. Were they to be released 
at the demand of the Irish section ? Why, 
if one's own brother committed such a 
crime it would be felt that, instead of 
releasing him, he should be kept in prison 
all his life, so that he should not* have 
another opportunity of so sinning. In 
addition to getting America to interfere 
on behalf of these men, the Parnellite and 
Anti-Parnellite Members were holding 
meetings all over Ireland to demand 
their release. He repeated that, as the 
Anti-Parnellites had not got what they 
demanded in respect of the release of the 
dynamiters and the reinstatement of the 
evicted tenants, the Government could 
not be quite sure of their support. Then 
he came to the Parnellite Party ; it was 
a small Party, but it was a pugnacious 
body, and the hon. Member for Waterf ord, 
who led them, evinced no weakness in 
stating what he meant and what he 
^wanted. What did he say was the price 
of the support of the Parnellite Party ? 
He had distinctly laid it down that the 
Irish Parliament was to be supreme, that 
the veto of the Crown should be exercised 
by the Irish Ministers alone, and that Irish 
Members should still come over to this 
country and vote upon such questions as 
disestablishment and finance, and upon 
all subjects of importance. Was he 
li^oing to have his own way ? Was it 
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certain he would support the Govern- 
ment unless he did get his own way ? 
They knew it was only a year ago since 
the hon. Member for Waterford put this 
question to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer when he sat on the Front Oppo- 
sition Bench, and they knew that it so 
frightened the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that he ran away. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, when speaking 
before the meeting of Parliament, said 
the Home Rule of Mr. Parnell was 
Fenian Home Rule, which he and the 
Liberal Party would never support. He 
(Mr. Bartley) wanted to ask whether the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had given 
up his view in deference to the view of 
the hon. Member for Waterford ? If so, 
he would have to settle with the hon. 
Member for Cardiff (Sir E. J. Reed) 
and those of his friends on his own side 
of the House ; or was it that the hon. 
Member for Waterford had given up his 
scheme in deference to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer ? But until one or other 
of these questions was settled, it was clear 
that the Government could not depend 
for certain on the support of the Par- 
nellites. Then there was another section 
— the section of the Anti-Parnellites, 
which was influenced by Mr. Davitt. 
Mr. Davitt had been employed recently 
in recommending magistrates in Ireland, 
which was a very peculiar thing when 
the antecedents of that gentleman were 
remembered. Mr. Davitt was an able 
man, and some said a conscientious man, 
and he might be expected back to the 
House again very soon. Mr. Davitt had 
taken the oath of allegiance already at 
the Table of the House, but he had taken 
an oath of allegiance elsewhere beside?, 
and they had a right to ask whether he 
had given up being a sworn Fenian, 
whether he had given up demanding the 
absolute independence of Ireland, whether 
he had given up working with Devoy and 
other members of the Clan-na-Gael, who 
promoted the Land League of Ireland, 
and whether he was still a friend of the 
man Ford ? He (Mr. Bartley) thought 
it was impossible for the Government to 
reckon on the support of Mr. Davitt and 
the support of his followers, unless this 
Ethiopian had changed his skin and the 
leopard his spots. Looking, therefore, 
at the measure of Home Rule, it was 
plain that the Government could not de- 
pend even on the support of the 
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Irish Members for its Irish scheme. 
But there were other questions on 
which the Government relied. They 
had put off the question of the disestab- 
lishment of the Welsh Church. Now 
they depended entirely for their majority on 
the 28 Welsh Members. They knew that a 
Welshman was a very stubborn and a very 
determined man. They had an example 
last Session of the determination of 
Welshmen when hon. Members from 
Wales, young enough to be grandchildren 
of the Prime Minister, set the 
Prime Minister at defiance, and all 
the efforts of the friends of the Prime 
Minister to subdue their insubordination 
were fruitless. The House, therefore, 
knew the price of the Welsh Members. 
Their support could only be got 
if they obtained the absolute 
disestablishment and disendowment 
of the Church in Wales. But 
were they going to have that ? The 
Prime Minister had done his utmost to 
give the Welsh Members a sop. The 
Prime Miuister was like the woman in 
the sledge, who threw out one of her 
children to the wolves hoping it would 
quieten them. He had thrown over the 
Welsh landlords, and it was extremely 
good of him to do that, because if he was 
not a Welsh landlord himself, he was 
very nearly one. But though the Welsh- 
men were to have the three F's, or any 
number of F's, the price of Welsh 
support was the disestablishment and 
disendowment of the Church ; and unless 
they got them, it would be impossible for 
the Government to reckon on the support 
of the 28 Members from Wales. Then 
there was another great question referred 
to in the Queeu's Speech — the question 
of the liquor traffic. It was not cer- 
tain that the Government would get the 
support of the Liquor Traffic Abolition- 
ists. There were no less than 27 Mem- 
bers on the Government side of the 
House belonging to the North of England 
Temperance League. Was it certain that 
these men were going to support the 
Local Option measure of the Govern- 
ment ? Their leader wad the hon. 
Member for East Bradford (Mr. W. S. 
Caine), who was at one time a tremendous 
Unionist ; but he had given up his views 
on that subject, and swallowed Home 
Rule. But why had be swallowed Home 
Rule ? Because he wanted it advocated 
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that nobody should be allowed to swallow 
a glass of beer. He and his friends 
would not be satisfied with Local Option. 
What they wanted was what the United 
Kingdom Alliance demanded — the power 
to prohibit the sale of alcohol in every 
district. It had been said that the Local 
Option Bill of the Government was to 
be a half measure ; but in order to satisfy 
the Member for East Bradford, the 
Government must abolish the sale of 
alcohol, and in doing that they will 
have to settle with their own friends who 
were interested in the liquor traffic. 
Then there was the Nonconformist sec- 
tion to be reckoned with. The Noncon- 
formist conscience was a troublesome 
element to the present Government ; it 
played- a very important part in the 
downfall of Mr. Parnell. But it should 
be remembered that two of the present 
Ministers of the Crown — the Attorney 
General and Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
— had been both supporters of Mr. 
Parnell. At the meeting held in 
Dublin after the divorce proceed- 
ings, the present hon. Member for 
Louth (Mr. T. M. Healy) said that they 
would never give up the leadership of 
the man who had, under unparalleled 
difficulties, done so much for Ireland. 
The present Attorney General for 
Ireland (The MacDermott) and the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Mr. Walker) 
spoke at that meeting, and said nobody had 
any right to interfere in the question of 
Mr. Parnell's leadership but Irishmen. 
He (Mr. Bartley) wanted to know 
whether these two Members of the 
Government were Parnell ites still ? If 
they were Parnellites, the Nonconformist 
conscience would have to see to it ; and 
if they were not Parnellites, they would 
have to reckon with their own followe 
in Ireland. Mr. Parnell was sent adrift 
after the result of the Divorce Court 
proceedings ; but will the Nonconformist 
conscience allow to sit on the Govern- 
ment side of the House and support 
Government measures for social 
reforms a man who had been tried by 
his own Peers, and had been adjudicated 
in the same way as Mr. Parnell. That 
was a great question, and should come up 
again. It was a question of great im- 
portance to the country, and he did not 
think the Nonconformist conscience 
were so fickle or unreasonable as to 
S 
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awallow this camel after straining at a 
gnat. There waa another section of the 
House which he called the ^' Discontented 
Brigade'' ; it was said to number 40. 
The hon. Member for Northampton (Mr. 
Labouchere) was the leader. The hon. 
Member for Northampton was not in- 
cluded in the Cabinet — he (Mr. Bartley) 
wished he had been included — and he 
wrote some remarkable letters about his 
exclusion. But he was not the only 
discontented man in the House ; there 
were a large number on the Government 
side of the House who were also dis- 
contented. With a large amount of 
discontent in the House was it hopeful 
that all those vast measures in the 
Queen's Speech could ever be considered ? 
Then the Scotch Members were said to 
be in revolt, but he did not think the 
revolt of the Scotch Radicals a very 
i^erious thing. On all these grounds, 
therefore, he thought it would require 
extreme measures to keep the Liberal 
Party from open revolt. He remembered 
that one section of the Party was soothed 
by tea parties in the afternoon, but the 
Prime Minister would have to go to tea 
parties without end in order to keep the 
entire Party quiet. One thing was 
certain — it was impossible to consider 
the Programme of legislation in the 
Queen's Speech as a practical Pro- 
gramme. It could not be considered, and 
it would not be considered. The only 

Eurpose it served was to raise false 
opes, to help to keep the Government a 
little longer on the Benches opposite, 
and that in the coming Election that these 
attractive things might possibly win a 
few votes. It was impossible that the 
Government could la^t, and they knew 
perfectly that this Programme of legisla- 
tion, w^hich was so attractive to some 
persons, would very soon whittle down. 
It was never intended to be passed. It 
was merely propounded in the hope that 
it would catch votes. 

Mr. labouchere (Northamp- 
ton) : The hon. Gentleman the Member 
fo: Devonport (Mr. Morton) yesterday, at 
the commencement of his very able 
maiden speech, said that in his opinion 
anyone who called attention to matters 
of foreign policy at the present moment 
was impeding the march of domestic 
reform at home. I should have put it 
rather that if we engage in interventions 
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and protectorates abroad at the present 
time we impede, the march . of domestic 
policy at home. Whenever the heart of 
the nation is set upon Radical reforms 
it becomes the duty of every Radical to 
see, as far as he possibly can, that we do 
not drift into responsibilities abroad 
which may come in advance of these re- 
forms at home. Now, Sir, I have always 
been one of those who have thought the 
House of Commons ought to have the 
same absolute control over questions of 
our foreign policy as our domestic matters. 
I do not think that any Treaties ought to 
be ratified, that any wars ought to be 
undertaken, that any protectorates ought 
to be assumed, and still less that any 
Charters giving sovereign rights to pri- 
vate companies ought to be given without 
the full absolute preliminary assent of the 
House of Commons. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
joiced when the Election took place and 
resulted in a Liberal victory ; I rejoiced, 
not only because I anticipated that all 
those great reforms we desired w^ould be 
carried, but also that an end would be 
put to the immoral continuity of Jingoism 
abroad. Sir, I am beginning to fear that 
I was a little anticipatory in my rejoic- 
ings. Be that as it may, whether the 
Liberal Party is in power or out of 
power I trust there will remain Members 
of this House who will never l)ow the 
knee to King Jingo, and will always pro- 
test against any of these acts abroad 
which cost vast amounts of money, 
and which in the end .demand a 
vast expenditure of British blood. Before 
entering upon the subject on which I 
have given notice of Amendment, as I 
see the Prime Minister in his place I 
would like to ask him one or two ques- 
tions on other matters of foreign 
affairs. I do not complain of 
what has recently occurred in Egypt. 
I think we are there to maintain order, 
and are bound to see what that species of 
order is, and have some control over it ; 
I thiuk if we have even a corporal's guard 
there it m a great advantage to the place ; 
if we do not think the number of soldiers 
there sufficient, that they should be 
augmented ; but. Sir, I was surprised to 
hear the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham (Mr. Cham- 
berlain) say that in consequence of what 
had recently taken place in Egypt he 
hoped that the Government would inform 
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the French Government and inform the 
Khedive that we intended to remain there 
for an indefinite period, because Lord 
Cromer had reduced the position of the 
Khedive to what was practically a dummy 
position. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham thought 
he would improve the position by addmg 
insult to injury in attacking the Khedive 
personally. My reading of what has 
recently taken place is that the Khedive 
and the people of Egypt are against our 
continued occupation. They have a 
laudable desire for national independence ; 
they want Home Rule, precisely as the 
Irish want Home Rule, and to my thinking 
they ought to have it, just as the Irish 
ought to have it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Prime Minister, as. the Member 
for West Birmingham pointed out, did 
say in a speech delivered a year or two 
ago in Midlothian, " Our occupation was 
a source of weakness and a source of em- 
barrassment." In 1 892, 1 remember, on the 
Estimate for the number of men intheArmy, 
I divided the House against the exact 
number that were in Egypt. I did that 
in order to put, as broadly as I could 
before the House, the question of evacua- 
tion. A very considerable number of 
Gentlemen on those (the Ministerial) 
Benches, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary (Mr. John Morley) — I 
am not quite sure whether my right hon. 
Friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
{Sir W. Harcourt), but anyhow, many 
eminent Gentlemen voted with me, and 
every single Liberal voted with me on that 
subject. I think, therefore, we have a 
right to know what is doing at the 
present moment ; whether any nego- 
tiations are taking place with a view to 
our evacuation of the country. I saw in 
the newspapers to-day a telegraphic report 
of a speech of a French Minister. It is 
conceived in the most conciliatory terms, 
and expressed the hope that we 
should enter into that conciliatory 
spirit in order to settle the period 
of our evacuation of the country. 
When Lord Salisbury came in in 1885 
he at once initiated negotiations with 
the Sultan. In 1887 Lord Salisbury 
declared himself in favour of what is 
called the Wolff Treaty, and the only 
reason why that Treaty was not signed 
and we are in Egypt at the present was 
l^ecause the Sultan refused to sign it« I 



really think, in view of all the declara- 
tions that have been made by eminent 
Members of the Liberal Party, that it 
would be a disgrace for the Liberal 
Party if they were to go out of power 
without having done something to bring 
to an end that evacuation which the Prime 
Minister said was a source of danger and 
embarrassment to us. I have no doubt 
the Liberal Party will remain in power 
during the natural term of the present 
Parliament, and I do not entertain a doubt 
that the next General Election will result 
in another six years for the Liberal Party. 
But still, accidents sometimes do happen 
in the best regulated families. Dissolu- 
tion may come upon us like a thief in the 
night ; therefore, I do trust the Govern- 
ment will not risk anything by (delaying 
too long entering into some sort of 
negotiations in order to put an end to 
our evacuation. The other question I 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman con- 
cerns the Triple Alliance. The right^ 
hon. Gentleman will remiember that 
during the last Parliament it was asserted 
in this House and in the newspapers that 
Lord Salisbury had given some sort of 
assurance to Italy as to in some way 
coming to her aid should she join the 
Triple Alliance, and if in consequence of 
joining that Alliance she found herself at 
war with France, because France wished 
to re-acquire Alsace and Lorraine. At 
that time I remember the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham saying in 
the House that whether Lord Salisbury 
had given this assurance or not he has 
not informed the House of what he has 
done, and therefore we are in no way 
responsible. I should like now that the 
right hon. Gentleman as Prime Minister 
should make it clear to us that whatever 
assurances were given — if any were given 
by Lord Salisbury — that the Government 
is in no way responsible for them, that 
the Government does not recognise them; 
and in the event of Ita.ly being involved 
in war with France owing to the action 
of Italy, she must protect her own coast, 
and take the consequences if she is 
beaten. I ask these questions in no spirit 
of hostility to the Prime Minister. In 
foreign politics I am Gladstoniau, 
and I hope and trust the right hon. 
Gentleman will not himself turn his 
back upon that most excellent and 
respectable Party. Now I come to 
S 2 
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the subject of mj AmeDdment, and I may 
also say that my Amendment is a 
thoroughly Gladstonian Amendment. It 
refers to Uganda. I must go somewhat 
in detail into these matters, because the 
whole subject is very much a question of 
detail. Uganda, as the House knows, is 
a kingdom in Central Africa seven hun- 
dred miles from the coast, and separated 
from the coast by a tract partly deserted 
and partly inhabited by wild and savage 
tribes. It was discovered in 1862 by 
Speke, and in 1874 Mr. Stanley visited 
it. In 1877 certain Protestant mission- 
aries went there, and they were speedily 
followed by Catholic missionaries. When 
Stanley went there, the King of the 
country was named Mtesa, an able and 
powerful Monarch who died in 1884, and 
he was succeeded first by one don and 
then by another, all heading different 
factions. But in 1890 the King was 
King Mwauga, who was the present 
monarch of the country. In 1890 
Mwanga^s Throne was in danger, and he 
made application to the East Africa 
Company in order to induce that com- 
pany to give him their aid. This 
matter is somewhat important, because 
it has been vaguely asserted that the 
East Africa Company went there out 
of pure patriotism, and were urged, 
directly or indirectly, to go there by 
Lord Salisbury in order to prevent the 
Germans from going there. I will read 
to the House a statement issued by the 
Church Missionary Society — 

*♦ The critical condition of things made 
Mwanga and the Christians look for help to 
Mr. F. J. Jackson, of the Imi^erial British East 
Africa Company, who was heard to be in 
Usoga. They sent to him for assistance, and 
Mwanga accepted a flag sent by him as a token 
of alliance. The missionaries ])reseryed a 
wholly neutral attitude in these negotiations ; 
they 8ira])ly, as Mr. Walker said, ' have told 
Mwanga the truth as far as we knew it, and 
have explained the meaning of the company's 
offer, and their flag which they have sent. 
We have done this not as ' political agents,* but 
merely as Mwanga's and the Christian party's 
friends, being, moreover, the only people in 
the land who could have done it. We have 
also been Mwanga's mouthpiece in writing to 
the company's agents, and we have done our 
best to give them a true account of the uresent 
state of the country.' In May, 1890, Messrs. 
Jackson and Gedge, of the I.B.E.A. Company, 
apueared in Rubaga (now called Mengo), and 
entlcavoured to come to terms with Mwanga, 
the company to render help against the Mo- 
hammedans and Kabarega, and in return to 
receive the taxes of the country. Although 
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supported by the Protestant, or rather English 
party, Mr. Jackson had to retire without 
effecting his object, and no control of the 
country was exercised by the company until 
December 29, 1890, when Captain Lugard. 
arrived.** 

The House will see by the statement thai 
the proposal was a purely business and 
commercial one on the part of the com* 
pany. They were asked to go there and 
defend the Throne of King Muringa, in 
consideration of which they replied they 
must have the collection of the taxes of 
the country. As these modest proposals 
to collect the taxes of the country wera 
refused these gentlemen, Messrs. Gedge 
and Jackson did not go there as repre- 
sentatives of the company. But in 
December of that year Captain Lugard 
arrived in the country. He was closely 
followed by a considerable force of Zanzi- 
bar is with breech-loaders, and two Maxim 
guns. I derive my knowledge of what 
took place from the Reports that had been 
presented to this House. The right hon» 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham said that I was in the habit in 
writing upon the subject of alluding to a 
private document. Sir, the document 
was not private. I will explain what it 
was. The right hon. Gentleman further 
said that Captain Lugard had altered his 
views since that document was written, 
and since he first came to the country. 
All I can say is that in the Blue Book to 
which we were obliged to refer for infor- 
mation,' I find not only this Report which 
was written by 'Captain Lugard immedi- 
ately on his arrival in the country, but I 
find that the Reports went on until 
August, 1891, and that Captain Lugard 
in no sort of way in subsequent Reports 
contradicts his statement in the first 
Report, except that he once says if the 
people of the country are industrious they 
might produce cereals and export them. 
The House will remember that in the last 
Parliament there was a Debate upon the 
proposal to vote £20,000 for the survey 
of the Mombasa Railway, and the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer quoted 
largely during the Debate from this so- 
called private document, which was a 
Report of Captain Lugard to this com- 
pany. That Report has appeared in 
" Africa, No. 4.'' The House will hardly 
believe that almost all the passages which 
were referred to by the ChaneeUor of the 
Exchequer to prove his case against this 
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railwaj, and against any intermeddling in 
Uganda, are absolutely suppressed from 
the Report. The Report was prefaced by 
a letter of the Company, and a more 
impudent letter, considering the Com- 
pany asked Parliament last year to aid 
them in bnilding the railway to this 
country, and would have us now take over 
the country — a more impudent act on the 
part of the Company than is shown by 
the letter never took place. The letter is 
as follows : — 

''Sir, in view of the demand made in the 
House of Commons by some Meinbera during 
the recent Debate on the Survey Vote, that the 
Eeports to the Company by Captain Lugard 
should be laid upon the Table of the House, I 
am instructed to inform you that my Directors 
had no objection to that course being taken, pro- 
vided the passages marked in red ink in the 
accompanying Reports are kept out." 

Here this information was given us by the 
Tight hon. Gentleman who, fortunately for 
us, had, I think, been sent one of these Re- 
ports—one of these private documents. If 
he had not received it, and had not had an 
opportunity of reading out in the House 
from this private Report, we should 
have known nothing of the series of the 
most monstrous atrocities that had taken 
place in Uganda. I will return to what 
occurred after Captain Lugard^s arrival 
in the country. A few days after his 
arrival he determined to make a Treaty 
with the King of Uganda. It is im- 
portant to look at this Treaty, because, 
as the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
Jast year, it will explain any possible 
Tight of the Company to exercise sway 
In the country, and is necessarily the 
keystone of any possible right that we 
may derive from the Company. The 
right hon. Gentleman the present Prime 
Minister said this Treaty was obtained 
by threats of compulsion, and I think, 
when I read what really Captain Lugard 
wrote respecting what he did, that the 
House will agree with the Prime 
Minister. This is how the Treaty was 
obtained — 

'* A warm discussion arose on many points. 
Then the chiefe were for signing, but the King 
held back, and giggled and fooled. He de- 
manded time. I replied by rapping the table, 
and speaking loudly, said he must sign now. 
I threatened to leave the next day if he did 
iiot» and possibly to go to his enemies. I pointed 
out to him that he had lost the southern half 
of his kingdom to the Germans by his previous 
•delay, and that he would lose more if he de- 
layed now. He was, I think, scared at my J 



manner, and trembled very violently, and was 
on the point of signing, when a rabble with 
guns which crowded the doorway threatened, I 
understand, to shoot the first man who signed, 
shouting that they were sealing their country. 
I had increased my Soudanese escort to 20 men, 
and they were drawn up on one side with fixed 
bayonets. Seeing that an immediate signature 
was hopeless, I said that to-morrow, being 
Christmas Day, we should not act on it, but 
the da]' following I must have his reply. On 
Christm s Day there was much excitement and 
dissension, and a fight seemed imminent ; but 
late at night I heard that the Catholic chiefs 
had agredl to sign, and that the King would 
do so too .... No sooner had the Treaty 
been signed than the King began to repent of 
his act, and sent a paper to me to sign, stating 
that all the States therein named should be 
subject to Uganda, together with other stipula- 
tions of a vague kind. I declined to sign it, 
but made many explanations. Consequently, 
to the present day, I have managed to avoid 
another interview, and hope to do so until I 
have the Treaty well on its way to the coast." 

Mr. BURDETT-C0UTT8 : May I 
ask the hon. Gentleman what is the date 
of the Treaty he is referring to ? 

Mr. LABOUCHERE : December, 
1890. December the 26th or 27th. 

Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : As the 
hon. Member probably knows, that was 
the first Treaty, and was obtained under 
exceptional circumstances. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE : Very. 

Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : And 
there is a second Treaty with King 
Mwanga of a very different kind. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE : I will come 
to that. This shows how y&ry eager 
they were to secure the presence of 
Captain Lugard. Captain Lugard said 
the heathen and lawless party, also the 
Catholics, were not well disposed, whilst 
the Protestants were bitterly disappointed 
when he signed. In fact, so far as I 
can see, except the Zanzibaris with fixed 
bayonets, there was not a single man in 
the country in favour of the Treaty. 
Well, Sir, not one of these extracts is 
contained in the Report of Captain 
Lugard to the Company that is sub- 
mitted to the House of Commons. They 
were absolutely suppressed till now. 
The Report had not been submitted to 
the House of Commons, but according to 
this letter they were part of the passages 
in red ink, and I think the House can 
pretty well understand why they were 
suppressed. During the Mombasa Debate 
the Treaty itself was not known to the 
House. Since then Captain Lugard 
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has been careering about the country, 
saying everywhere that he acted as an 
English officer, and that he pledged the 
honour of Engla^id always to remain in 
Uganda. Of course he had no right to 
pledge it. The first article of the Treaty 
says — 

" Acting solely on behalf of the British East 
Africa Coiiipany, with full powers to conclude 
and ratify the same on behalf of the Company/' 

Moreover, this Treaty, which was the 
only Treaty which was spoken of at the 
time we were asked to make the railroad, 
contains the following clause : — 

" This Treaty shall be binding on both parties 
for a period of two years, after which it shall 
be renewable or subject to revision as the 
change of circumstances may require, so that 
this Treaty would have expiretl in 1892." 

But I must call attention also to the 
language of this poor unfortunate savage 
King. He seemed to recognise himself 
that he was, as Captain Lugard suggests 
the people around him said, selling his 
country. He, when the Treaty was made, 
says this — 

** An agreement we now make between the 
white man and ourselves ; and 1 also, in my own 
person, King Mwanga, the Sultau, and all its 
territories, make another agreement,- namely, 
should another white man, greater than this 
one, come up afterwards, these words shall be 
wiped out, and we make another." 

I do not know how we can in any sort of 
way be supposed to derive any right to 
interfere with the internal polity of 
Uganda with this Treaty extorted from 
the king by Captain Lugard. Captain 
Lugard having made the Treaty then 
erected a force. Having got his Zanzi- 
baris with him he enlisted the ritf-ralF of 
the country left by Emin Pasha when he 
left it. I will give an example of how 
this man — whom we are all asked to 
admire — ruled in that country. I will 
take an extract from Captain Lugard^s 
reply to the French Missionaries — 

" Pere Gaudibert told me at first that when 
they (the French missionaries) walked about, 
the Waganda used insulting wonlfe to them .... 
I said that, not only were they my guests, but 
I would not allow a £uro{)ean to be insulted by 
a Waganda. I told him that I would station a 
sentry close to where they walked, with onlers 
that if any of the Fathers {K)inted to a man (for 
my men, not knowing Kuganka, were ignorant 
of anything that might be said) he should be 
seized. I said I would dearly like to cateh a 
man, and begged Pere Qaudibert to have one 
seized, that I might publicly flog him.'* 
Mr, Labouchere 



That is how he carried on the govern- 
ment of the country. The Gentlemen 
from Ireland complain most justly of the 
way the late Government acted in Ire- 
laud with tbeir Coercion Act, but I ask 
them what would they say if the Irish 
Secretary stated in this House tl at he 
would dearly like an Ulster Member, we 
will say, to seize hold of a Nationalist^ 
as the right hon. Gentleman himself 
would like to publicly flog him. But it 
is only in Africa where monstrosities of 
this kind take place. Naturally the 
king and people did not like this species 
of rule. Captain Lugard descended, so 
far as they knew, from the skies, and 
inaugurated this system of government. 
A fight took place in the town against 
Captain Lugard. He calls it a rebellion. 
The establishment of the Catholic mis- 
sionaries was looted, and the king and 
his subjects fled to an island. There is 
some diflereuce in the statements of 
Captain Lugard and t' e French mission- 
aries on the subject. I will not cite the 
account of the French missionaries, but 
I will cite the statement of the English 
missionaries. Here is Mr. Collins* 
account of it as given to a Beuter^s 
agent at Zanzibar — 

" When the Protestants heard the sharp ratt!e 
of the big guns they burst into rounds of cheer- 
ing. A few minutes later we saw that the 
Catholic Mission station on Rubaga Hill was on 
fire, and that their new church was also ablaze, 
and we knew that our {>eople had taken Rubaga. 
Captain Williams, in command of a large foitje 
of Soudanese and Baganda, left the fort for a 
spot on the lake shore opixwite the island, which 
waH only about the length of ariHe-shot di^tant^ 
Captain Williams at once got his Maxim in 
position, and seeing this, the king's party tried 
to esca{)e from the inland in their canoes ; but 
no sooner were the boats tilled than they were 
sunk, one after the other, by the Maxim, and 
an immense number of the natives were drowned, 
going down in boatloads. King Mwanga him- 
self managed to esca{)e in a canoe^ accomi>aiucd 
by the Catholic Bishop." 

I am bound to say that Mr. Collins doeft 
not quite accept the accuracy of the 
statement of Keuter's agent, but in his 
denial he practically admits the main 
facts. He says — 

" I was ])res8ed for time, and could only give 
him my diary, and ask him to make some 
extracts. When 1 reatl the article in the paper 
I was suq)n8ed to find that the extracts had 
not been made verbatim, but that a consider- 
able amount of colouring had been given in 
several places. This was the case in connection 
with the event you name. No such exprewioju 
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as * going down in boatloads/ &c., occur in my 
diary ; but I find that I have written that it 
was reporte<l to me by native chiefs who were 
present on the occasion that several canoes were 
sunk, and a considerable number of natives 
drowned, and this I believe was the case." 

I really do not see much distinction 
between the first statement and the 
amended statement. The King, of 
course, had no choice. This unfortunate 
King returned, and accepted the neces- 
sary facts that Captain Lugard, with his 
Maxim guns and breechloaders, was the 
absolute master of the situation. Then 
comes what I think the hon. Gentleman 
opposite alluded to as the new Treaty 
with King Mwauga. I do not see, as far 
as I can make out, that King Mwanga 
signed the Treaty himself; I' think it 
was a chief. But in event the 
Treaty amounted to this : that Captain 
Lugard divided the country between the 
rival factions of Mahomedans, Catholics, 
and Protestants. When I use the word 
Protestant I would add that the word 
must not be understood as we understand 
Protestant, for Captain Lugard himself 
says it was a mere political name for one 
of the factious, and the word Protestant 
actually was not kuown until he came 
into the country. Now, Captain Lugard 
frequently said his action in Uganda 
obliged us to remain forever there, that if 
the Company was not prepared to remain 
there the Imperial Government must 
take its place. But it is a remarkable 
fact that Captain Lugard himself did not 
take that view. When he was there 
he was prepared to throw over the 
Treaty and retire when he found it was 
not a paying speculation. Captain 
Lugard wrote to his company stating — 

" It occurred to me that it might possibly be 
better to transfer the centre of Euro|>ean control 
and administration to a new position." 

What is more, the company adopted this, 
and announced about the end of 1892 
that they intended to withdraw from the 
country on the very practical ground 
that it did not pay them to remain there. 
They said they intended to withdraw 
from the country in July, 1893, and 
they would have done so had it. not been 
for the Chiu*ch Missionary Society, who 
came forward, and said they were anxious 
they should remain there another six 
months, and that if they would remain 
they would pay the cost of their re- 



maining. The right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham says that Lord Salis- 
bury intended to take over the country, 
and he seems to imply that that bound 
us to do so. I have carefully looked 
through the whole statement Lord Salis- 
bury made, and I find no sort of sign or 
indication thalt he intended to take over 
the country. He was informed that the 
Company were going to withdraw in 
1892, but he made no sign then, and did 
not say for a moment that if they with- 
drew the country would have to be taken 
over by the Imperial Government. He 
made no sign when the Church Mis- 
sionary Society was going to provide 
the funds for the Company to remain 
there another six months, and he did not 
indicate at the end of the six months 
that he would be in favour of taking over 
the country. The Member for West 
Birmingham, in answer to some inter- 
locutory question during his speech, 
said —  

**Well, but remember that he intended to 
take over tlie country because he asked this 
House to give £20,000 for the survey of the 
country for the purpose of the railway." 

I have gone over the Debate this morn- 
ing, and have been unable to to see one 
single word in it with reference to the 
question of taking over the country. A 
speech was made by the then Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and speeches were 
made by other gentlemen, but I do not 
think the word Uganda was once men- 
tioned. The grounds for giving the 
money were that we were bound by an 
arrangement made at the Brussels Con- 
ference to make a railway, because it was 
thought that a railway would tend to 
diminish in some way the Slave Trade. 
The first time that Lord Salisbury had an 
idea of taking over the country was, I 
gather from a letter in The Times news- 
paper, some time about September last, 
after the noble Lord had left Office. 
Some one wrote to Lord Salisbury inquir- 
ing what he had intended to do, and Lord 
Salisbury replied that he had always 
contemplated retaining the country. 
Now, I cannot reallv enter into Lord 
Salisbury's mind or the minds of anyone 
else. He may have contemplated re- 
tention or he may not ; but when a man 
has occupied the position of Prime 
Minister and Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, we must not go by what 
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he coDtemplated iu his owu miud, but by 
his public words and acts, and there is no 
public word from Lord Salisbury which 
bound him to take over the country. 
The Prime Minister has suggested 
another reason why we might not have 
our responsibility involved. He dealt 
with the charter of the company, the 
terms of which he described as remark- 
able by reason of the largeness of the 
powers conferred on the Secretary of 
State for controlling the Company. It 
was perfectly true that there was an 
agreement with Germany that certain 
territory should be within the sphere of 
our influence. Germany was to go one 
way and we another, but no responsi- 
bility was to be involved. It was to be much 
like the arrangement made after the Fall of 
Sodom and Gomorrah be tweeen Abraham 
and Lot. Abraham went his way and 
Lot went another. They were respon- 
sible for nothing that occurred in regard 
to that. The agreement of 1888 was 
based upon existing arrangements with 
the Company, made by the Sultan of 
Zanzibar and the Sultan of Witu. It 
gave the Company no right to acquire 
territory by Treaties made with the 
sovereigns of the country, and there is a 
clause in the Treaty that these new 
Treaties must be approved by Her 
Majesty's Government, but the object of 
that clause, as far as I can understand, is 
to prevent anything which might be 
deemed unfair from being done under 
those Treaties. This particular Treaty 
was numbered 25, and I think there were 
upwards of 100 Treaties. No one could 
say ihat we were responsible for the 
Treaty, or that we approved of every- 
thing negotiated by the South Africa 
Company or the Borneo Company, and 
if we had no responsibility for those 
Treaties — the Treaties of those two 
companies — it cannot be said that any 
approval rendered us responsible for the 
Treaties of the East Africa Company. 
Now, this was the position of affairs 
when the Liberal Government came into 
power. We were not ]>ound by any 
Treaty by the action of Lord Salisbury 
or by the Charter to interfere iu any 
way. The Company announced that it 
was going to leave Uganda at the end of 
last year. The better course would have 
been to let well alone and allowed the 
Company to withdraw. But in Sep- 
Mr. Labouchere 



tember a deputation from the Church 
Missionary Society waited upon Lord 
Rosebery^ asking him to take over the 
country. His reply was somewhat ambi- 
guous. Shortly afterwards a Cabinet 
Council was held. I do not know what 
occurred then, but I suppose the reply of 
Lord Rosebery was discussed. Then a 
circular was issued to the £ast Africa 
Company by Lord Rosebery, which, I 
presume, contained the intentions of the 
Government. Three months more were 
given to them for evacuation. The Com- 
pany were told to evacuate the country 
on March 31st. Lord Rosebery said that 
his predecessor had accepted the principle 
of evacuation, and tbat continued occupa- 
tion wouPd be arduous and dangerous, if 
not impossible, in the present state of 
our relations. After this letter another 
deputation — it was from the Anti-Slavery 
Association — went to the Government 
and protested against the decision that 
had been arrived at. Lord Rosebery, 
made a reply in which he appeared to 
separate himself from the decision of 
his colleagues, for in one sentence he 
spoke of " I " and in another of " we," 
and the noble Lord seemed to suggest 
that some agitation should take place 
in order that the decision of the Govern- 
ment should be altered. I defy any one 
to read that reply without coming to the 
conclusion that Lord Rosebery was 
urging agitation in favour of retention. 
One gentleman who was there subse- 
quently told his friends the effect of 
Lord Rosebery's reply when he said at a 
meeting that 

" Lonl Ro8Gbery'8 magnificent Betting? of this 
country's duty towards the poor nations of the 
earth with whom God had placed us in bond, 
made every one leave the country a better 
Englishman than he had entered it." 

Then Captain Lugard went about the 
country, and the big dnim was beaten. 
He went about saying that we would be 
disgraced if we did not take over the 
country. He not only contradicted his 
own Report, but contradicted in one 
speech what he said in another. [" No, 
no I"] I can show any Gentleman 
absolute contradictions, if vou wish I 
shall go into details, but I do not want 
to detain the House. Well, iu December 
last this agitation bore fruit ; the 
Ministry did, apparently, reconsider its 
decision, and it was announced that a 
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Mission of Inquiry should be sent out. 
The gentleman selected was Sir Gerald 
Portal, a very able administrator, I 
believe, but a man of not absolutely 
independent judgment in this matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Prime 
Minister said the other day that if Sir 
Gerald Portal was an advocate of 
annexation he did not know it. The 
following letter, dated Mombasa, Septem- 
ber 14th, appeared in The Times from 
a gentleman who had received it from 
Sir Gerald Portal, and The TimeSy after 
some past experiences, was rather careful 
as to the letters it inserted, and have, I 
presume, authenticated it, and know the 
name of the author — 

" I have come up here for a few days to do a 
lot of buKlness in my dual capacity of Consul 
General and Her Majesty's Commissioner for 
the Interior. The question of Uganda is of 
vital importance. The Company say they are 
determined to ^o, in spite of their promises iind 
treaties of protection to King Mwanga and all 
the Protestants and others. Lug^rd, Afartin, 
missionaries, natives, and everyone who has 
come from there are unanimous in saying that 
the withdrawal of the English officers will be 
the certain signal for a general war and the 
inevitable massacre of Christians— a massacre 
such as the world has not seen for centuries." 

The point is, that Sir Gerald Portal is 
not a man of independent character. 
Probably this was a private letter, but 
the mind of the writer was filled with 
the idea that they were bound to take 
over the whole country. This letter has 
been discussed in the newspapers, and 
given as one of the grounds why we 
should take over the country, and it was 
cited also in the Manifesto issued by the 
Church Missionary Society. If the Go- 
vernment wished for or wanted more 
information in September last, they 
should have sent out their Mission in 
that mouth. Then, at least, they would 
have had time to consider whether they 
ought to take over the country 
or not. But now the position is 
that Sir Gerald Portal will only 
arrive in Uganda on the 26th of March, 
and on the 31st of March the company 
will evacuate. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham asked 
last night what was going to take place 
between the period when the company 
was to evacuate the country and the 
time when Sir G. PortaKs Report would 
be received. As the right hon. Gentle- 
man said, in all probability that Report 



will not be received until August or 
September next. It would then be un- 
necessary for the Government to write 
back to Sir Gerald Portal, for if he did 
take over the country, even provisionally, 
when the company left, then our respon- 
sibility would be actual, and it seems to 
me that if we once took over the country, 
though only temporarily, it would be 
exceedingly difficult to withdraw after- 
wards. As to the grounds on which it 
has been said by Captain Lugard and 
others at public meetings that we ought to 
take over the country, we are told, in the 
first place, that Uganda would be a great 
market for their goods, that it would 
raise large exports and would receive 
large imports from England. But Cap- 
tain Lugard himself said on this point — 

" As regards the value of Uganda to the com- 
pany, I hold the opinion, which seems to me to 
be shared alike by the English and Fi-ench 
missionaries, the Germans, and Messrs. Jackson 
and Gedge, that Uganda prr. se has been much 
overrated. At present there seem to be few or 
no products suitable for ez{K)rtation except 
ivory, and that almost entirely comes from the 
tributary States. Nor can the country, I under- 
stand, supply much labour for the construction 
of outside works. The company should go 
further, to a place not divided up into factions 
or spoilt by the veneer of civiJizatiou, which has 
been the bane of Uganda." 

Yet Captain Lugard and others ha ve repre- 
sented Uganda as a country flowiug w.th 
milk and honey, and the single fact given 
by Captain Lugard to justify this is, that 
some chief asked him when he left to be 
good enough to send him some opera 
glasses and white donkeys. It is well 
known that the natives do not work hard 
in any part of the country. There is no 
such capacity for work in them to make 
the country productive. There is a slave 
population, it is true, and I can only say 
that, if this population raised crops to 
enable other persons to have opera glasses, 
the slave raised the crops and the slave 
master got the glasses. But the absur- 
dity of the statement that Uganda 
would be a market for their goods is 
shown by the fact that the cost of 
carriage to send up goods from the coast 
is £300 a ton. This is a prohibitive rate, 
and there can be no such importation of 
goods into the country as was spoken of. 
We will be told that a railway is to be 
Isonstructed to the country, but I cannot 
believe for a moment that it will be done. 
The present Chancellor of the Duchy of 
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Lancaster (Mr. Bryce) spoke on this 
matter in the course of the Mombasa 
Debate, and he said that it was absolutely 
impossible to make such a railway. The 
words of the right hon. Gentleman 
were — 

" There were no means of obtaining indi^nous 
free labour to make this railway. They would 
have'to import coolies from India or Chinese, to 
make the railway or to make it by slave 
labour. The Committee would notice that the 
Government had but their case as an alternative 
to establishing garrisons and flying columns. 
It was clear that they should have to guard 
the railway when it was made. There were 
warlike tribes along the route, to whom the 
iron rails would be as valuable as a gold mine. 
Nothing less than a line of forts would be 
sufficient to protect this railway. They should 
have all the expense in addition to the con- 
struction. He should like to point also to the 
want of any jurisdiction. They had no juris- 
diction in the territory except over British 
subjects. It seemed to him that the guarantee 
involved intervention, and that tae involved 
annexation. They wei-e now asked to take the 
first steps in annexation. There was no stopping 
place in the fatal descent" 

The right hon, Gentleman the Prime 
Minister went further, and pointed out 
that if we were to make the railroad we 
should have no sort of legal jurisdiction 
over the tribes of the country through 
which it would pass ; that any species of 
crime might be committed by them, and 
we should have no power to punish or 
prevent these crimes. In those circum- 
stances I should like to know from the 
Government whether they are going to 
construct this railroad or not. It must 
cost alx>ut £3,000,000, and it would not 
pay working expenses, and would pro- 
bably cost a sulsidy of £300,000. Hon. 
Members opposite will agree that if the 
Government are not going to make the 
railroad any iutei*meddliug with the affairs 
of Uganda by them would be unwise and 
ridiculous. If they were going to con- 
struct it, they would have to eat their 
own words and do what last year they 
said^was a monstrosity. It will be said 
that we are bound to make the railroad 
by the terms of the Brussels Conference, 
but this county is under no such respon- 
sibility. With regard to the statement 
by Captain Lugard that settlers might 
establish themselves in Uganda, the 
nature of the climate made this very 
improbable, if not impossible, especially 
when there were more attractive lauds in 
the south — Mashoualand and elsewhere. 

Mr. Lahouchere 



The only "settlers" who will go to 
Uganda are those whom I cannot look 
upon as better than swindlers — those 
who would go out and dig a hole, declare 
there was gold in the hole, then bring out 
a Company and sell the hole to foolish 
and confiding British orphans and widows 
for, perhaps, one or two hundred thou- 
sand pounds. Then it is said by Captain 
Lugard that Uganda should be taken 
over on account of the slave trade. He 
has also said that the slave trade did not 
now exist in that country, but that there 
are a great many domestic slaves, 
and, as far as can be understood, these 
people would remain slaves under the 
aegis of the Government of Great Britain 
if the country were really taken over. 
What is the fact ? It is that the only 
labour in the country is slave labour, and 
the East Africa Company make use 
of that for the conveyance of their 
goods from Uganda to the coast. It is 
held by some that those unfortunate 
people are permitted to work out their 
own salvation or freedom, but the system 
is very wrong — it is absurd, for the men 
are brought down from the coast by the 
slave dealer and sold, and what does it 
matter to the dealer whether they are 
purchased to work out their salvation or 
to continue in slavery ? While the 
system lasts we will have slaves sent 
down the coast. Now, we have heard 
a great deal about the missionaries who 
went out to Uganda in 1877. I do 
not complain of them. It has been stated 
that 18 missionaries were murdered, but 
that is not so. Eighteen died in Uganda 
or going to it, but 15 of them died from 
illness brought on by the nature of the 
climate. Only three were killed, but not 
even one of them was killed as a missionary . 
Bishop Hannington was believed by the 
King to be an emissary from the Mahdi, 
and the two missionaries declared that 
they could not convince the King that 
the Bishop was not a Sheikh sent by the 
Mahdi to take the country. [^I^aughter,"] 
Of course, Gentlemen laugh. They 
have been humbugged and fooled and 
cajolcil during the last six months by 
persons who have been going about the 
country speaking on this question. Let 
them do as I did — go to the original 
soiu*ce8 for their information. I got this 
information from the statements of the 
Church Missionary Society. Well, 
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Bishop Hanniugton declined to wait out- 
side the country. On the other hand, 
orders had been sent to prevent his ad- 
vancing into the country. A conflict 
consequently ensued, and the Bishop was 
killed. The other two missionaries, who 
were most estimable men, were going up 
country, and while they were in the 
territory of some Chief a fugitive from 
justice got into the camp. They were 
actuated, no doubt, by the very best 
feelings, and they would not give him up 
when asked to do so. A fight ensued ; 
a numlxir of natives were killed, and the 
two missionaries themselves were killed. 
At present there are about 1,000 con- 
verts, so far as I can gather, who are 
members of the Church of Eugland. We 
tire told that a terrible massacre will take 
place if we withdraw from Uganda. 
Well, I have never seen any sort of evi- 
dence of it ; but if it is so, surely it 
would be much better to instruct Sir 
Gerald Portal to pay for bringing a way 
those 1,0 JO persons than to stop there. 
[Laughter.'] Gentlemen laugh ; but, 
surely, when it is a question either of 
taking a kingdom with 2,000,000 in- 
habitants in order to prevent 1,000 
persons from being massacred or of 
bringing the 1,000 persons away, the 
more reasonable course is to bring them 
away. There is, however, no quarrel 
with the missionaries of the Church 
Missionary Society ; the quarrel is with 
the Catholic missionaries. I think it was 
very unwise of the Church Missionary 
Society to explain the political duties of 
the Government in their Manifesto, to 
tell us it was a disgrace to England to 
withdraw, and to say that those wiio 
wished to withdraw have " petty and 
parochial minds." Mr. Speaker, I glory 
in the fact of having the "petty and 
parochial mind" which induces me to 
protest against such vast expenditure. 
I do not consider it to be our duty to 
annex a kingdom with 2,000,000 in- 
habitants in order to aid missionary 
labour. That sort of thing rather 
impedes than benefits missionary labour. 
What does Mr. Mackay, a most estimable 
and respectable missionary, say ? He 
says — 

'* We are suspected of political aims, and are 
called spies and pioneers of invasion. Our 
people are believol to be won over to English 
rule, and to be false to their country." 



I will also cite a very much higher 
authority upon the best way of convert- 
ing Africans and other pagans than I am 
myself. Mr. Guinness Kogers, a leading 

member of the Nonconformist Body 

An hon. Member : A Gladstonian 
Radical. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE ; Well, I re- 
member complaining of him because he 
backed up my right hon. Friend the 
Prime Minister in his Soudan expedi- 
tion, so that he cannot be suspected of 
being a man who is opposed to every 
species of African buccaneering. Writing 
in the Nineteenth Century^ and contrast- 
ing Mr. Moffat with the missionaries of 
the Maxim Gun School, he says — 

** To me that is the truer ideal of a missionary 
than the man who is full of large ideas of the 
mission of his country, ever speculating on the 
comparative merits of different lines of policy, 
sighing for British protection, and thus, with 
or without his own puqx)se, becoming con- 
tinually involve<l in entangled controversies, 
which it should be his purpose rather to avoid." 

America has missionaries in Africa, but 
if an American missionary were to go 
back into his own country and suggest 
that the United States should annex a 
country with a population of 2,000,000 
in the centre of Africa in order to 
aid American missionary enterprise, he 
would certainly be removed to the 
nearest lunatic asylum. The Church 
Missionary Society is, of course, a 
Church of England Society, and I 
consider that this demand is the 
very last outcome of Church and State. 
Captain Lugard actually suggested 
that the King's son, who was a Catholic,, 
should be brought to England, and edu- 
cated as a Protestant. I myself admire 
missionaries like Moffat and Livingstone. 
They never started those Church and 
State doctrines. They never advocated 
annexations, and we must really go 
back to the time of Peter the Hermit 
and the Crusaders to realise what an 
extraordinary thing it is that people 
should advocate the sending of armed 
forces to foreign countries in order to 
aid missionary labour. The company 
was founded on the basis of commerce 
and philanthropy. It issued a pro- 
spectus in which people were asked to 
subscribe for shares, and were told they 
would in all probability get 8 per cent, 
for their money. Behind the 8 per cent» 
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there was the old trick of founders' 
shares, half of the profits of which was 
to go to the shareholders and half to the 
founders. Indeed, it was a sort of com- 
pany that Mr. Bottomley might have 
put his name to and been proud of it. 
The company has a port at Mombasa, 
and is able to levy duties there. Natur- 
ally, they want the Hinterland to be 
opened out so that imports and exports 
may pass through Mombasa. They 
want us to sow, in order that they may 
reap. I can perfectly understand the 
position of the company, and, speaking 
of the commercial gentlemen, I think 
they are, from the Bottomley point of 
view, as wise as we should be foolish if 
we acceded to their proposal. Behind 
the company are the "Jingoes," the 
people who suffer from the disease of 
earth-hunger, and are under the impres- 
sion that if any other country annexes 
any part of the globe that country is a 
disgrace to civilisation, but that we have 
a sacred and divine mission which im- 
poses on us the duty of annexing wher- 
ever we can. I really believe that if 
the North Pole were discovered we 
should have hou. Gentlemen opposite 
immediately insisting on its annexa- 
tion. People who do not agree with 
them are traitors, or have " petty and 
parochial minds." I can only say, Si^, 
that if some step is not taken to prevent 
these "Jingoes "carrying out their views, 
we shall get into trouble with every 
other country on the globe, and the 
British Empire will burst into frag- 
ments like a balloon that is blown up. 
Africa is now the great field for annexa- 
tion. The " Jingoes " want to go up 
from South Africa first to the Zambesi, 
and then beyond it. In the north they 
want us to remain in possession of 
Egypt. I have no doubt they would 
admit that they had not any idea of our 
leaving Egypt. [An lion. Member : 
Hear, hear! J Hear, hear I Then they 
want communications between Egypt 
and the Cape Colony, and in their idea 
Uganda is the key of the position. Hear 
what Captain Lugard says. He writes — 

** If Uganda is to be held, a line of forts, with 
an organised system of defence, I look upon as 
a neces!?ity, sooner or later, against the wave of 
Mahomedan fanaticism and ]K>wer from the 
north, which is encroaching further and further 
south, and must sometime come into collision 
with the influences of European civilisation, 
Mr. Labouchere 



which, happily for Africa, are spreading towards 
south, east, and west. When the two waves 
meet — Islam from the nnrth, and British in- 
fluence from the south and east — it will be of 
vital importance, not only to the territorial in- 
terests of the company, but to the cause of 
Christianity and of civilisation, that the 
company be found ready to meet force by 
force, complete and organised in itself up to its 
furthest frontier. Within the limits of this 
frontier would be enclosed a vast territory the 
development of which will tax the i-esources of 
the company to the uttermost, and, meanwhile, 
the battle can be fought out between the rival 
sects of the ^lahdi and Sennousi, and an 
opportunity may then oflfer for any advan- 
tageous advance, when the forces of Islam are 
divided against themselves. I was informed by 
Dr. Shulhmann of the report that the forces of 
Sennousi are slowly advancing southwards 
sweeping all before them. They are hostile to 
the Mahdists, and are still more antag^onistic 
than the latter to the white men and Christians. 
Their organisation and equipment are wonder- 
ful, and they have enormous stores of ammu- 
nition, breech-loading rifles, cannons, and 
steamers." 

Lord Salisbury, as I understand it, is in 
favour of the retention of Uganda at 
present. There are a few Radicals, I 
suppose, in this House who are also in 
favour of its retention. There are 
always some weak Radicals. 'Lord 
Rosebery is, I take it, somewhat in 
favour of retention. The Tory Press — ^I 
do not know whether rightly or wrongly 
— has put forward Lord Rosebery as a 
sort of guardian of the honour of Eng- 
land against the "pernicious and un- 
patriotic designs," or Prime Minister 
(Mr. Gladstone), the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir W. Harcourt), the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. J. Morley), the 
Postmaster General (Mr. Arnold Morley), 
and most of the other gentlemen who 
sit upon the Treasury Bench. Sir 
Gerald Portal has been sent to Uganda, 
and unless he is told to evacuate the 
country the necessary result of his 
mission will be that Uganda will be 
annexed. I really must trouble the 
House with one further extract. I am 
very sorry to do so. It is from the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Prime Minister in the Mombasa Debate, 
and it puts the case very clearly against 
our getting mixed up in the affairs of 
Uganda. The right hon. Gentleman 
said — 

" Are you better off when you get into that 
country (Uganda)? Can you oount upon 
friendi^p there ? Is the King of that country 
friendly to you 7 Captain Lugard says we have 



477 Majesty's Most {3 Febbxtakt 1893} Gracious Speech. 478 



framed a Treaty with him. But he obtained 
that Treaty by threats and by compulsion. He 
admits that it was with the greatest difficulty 
that it was obtained, arid that every effort was 
made by the wretched Sovereign who signed it 
to escape from it, and that the Sovereign will 
make any effort to escape from it in the future. 
But even Captain Lugard in that Treaty does 
not venture to include the slightest reference to 
the acquisition of land. Captain Luganl says 
that he effected his point by going into the 
country with extreme rapidity, and that it was 
the extreme rapidity of his movements that 
prevented the natives from getting out their 
troops to oppose him, as they had not time to 
do it. On whose friendship do you rely ? The 
bulk of the country is inhabited by natives 
absolutely savage, but not, I believe, incapable 
of being stirred up by an alarm in respect of the 
land upon which they depend for their subsist- 
ence. Captain Lugard says that from the north 
there is a wave of onward Mahomedan progress, 
and another great tribe, called Unyoro, agreed 
with Uganda in its opposition to the English. 
It is a most singular thing that, according to 
this Report of Captain Luganl, almost with one 
exception, all these people who are at variance 
with one another, yet are agreed on being hostile 
to the admission of English troops. What is 
the exception? There are strong religious 
influences at work. There are R()man Catholic 
missionaries in this sphere of influence ; and it 
appears that the East Africa Company takes 
upon itself to inform French missionaries where 
they may go, and where they may not go. They 
happen, however, to be a very powerful body, 
and between them and the Protestant mission- 
aries, who are much fewer in number, there is 
rivalry, and the Protestant missionaries welcome 
our interference, hoping that it will be backed 
by force of arms ; whilst the Roman Catholics, 
who are the large majority, are very averse to 
it. We are obliged to act upon presumptions, 
and all these presumptions converge to show 
that what you have to expect from the mass of 
population in this region of Africa is bitter and, 
generally speaking, united hostility." 

Could anyone put the case more strongly ? 
I apologise for having occupied the 
attention of the House so long. I have 
never concealed my view ; I have 
always objected to all these Protectorates 
and all these annexations, and I mean 
to do so as long as I am in this House. 
I know it is said I am a false and base 
Englishman because I do not agree in 
these grand Imperial schemes of expan- 
sion. I am perfectly satisfied as an 
Englishman to look after the interests 
and well-being of the British Empire. I 
consider that is a large enough busi- 
ness. If people like to civilise Africa 
and to subscribe money for christianising 
any other part of the world let them 
subscribe to do it ; I may do it myself ; 
but when it comes to the monej of the 
taxpayer, I consider that we ought to 



take the beam out of our own eye — God 
knows we have many beams — ^before we 
wander about the globe taking the mote 
out of the eyes of Chinese and 
Africans. We have want and misery 
here ; we have great labour questions,, 
and if we have money to spend — it is 
money taken from the mass of the 
people — let it be spent on the well-being 
of the mass of the people. I know per-^ 
fectly well that the Debate on the 
Address is not an opportune time to ask 
the House to divide, particularly when 
you are a supporter of the jGrovernment.. 
I am not going to divide. I am per* 
fectly willing to accept the responsibility 
of any division against the possibility or 
probability of annexation. But I am 
practical. I know a Supplementary 
Estimate will soon be brought in to 
cover the expenses of the Sir Gerald 
Portal's Mission, and if I divide on that 
I shall get a better Division. We must 
be strategical in these matters. My 
object is to prevent these annexations 
and to get as many people as possible to 
vote with me. In order, however, to 
concentrate the attention of the House 
on the question, I beg leave to move the 
Amendment which stands in my name. 

Amendment proposed, 

At the end of the Question, to add the words, 
•* And humbly ventures to express the hope, 
that the Commissioner, who has been sent by 
Your Majesty to Uganda, will effect the evacua- 
tion of that country by the British East Africa 
Company, without any increase in Your 
Majesty's Imperial responsibilities." — (Mr, 
Lahouohere,) 

Question proposed, " That those word* 
be there added." 

•Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : When I 
heard the ingenious argument by which 
my hon. Friend the Member for North* 
ampton made good his proposition that it 
was not wise for him to divide, another 
question arose in my own mind, whether 
this argument ought not to have gone a 
little further, and to have suggested to 
him that this was not the proper occasion 
to move his Amendment. He expects 
there will be some Supplementary Vote 
upon which he will be largely supported, 
but surelj he would have been much, 
better supported upon the Supplementary 
Vote if he had reserved until that period 
the animated and interesting speech whick 
he has favoured us with. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE : My speech 
is so long ; this is oulj half of it. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: The 
statement that mj hon. Friend has just 
made stirs in me another fear, and that 
i« that, he having given us fair notice 
that when he makes his Motion upon 
some Vote still in nuhibus he has another 
speech approaching two hours ready to 
be delivered, it will be in the power of 
•every Member to determine for 
himself whether he will have the 
full fruition or wJiether he will 
omit a portion of the enjoy- 
ment. My hon. Friend will excuse 
me if I refer very shortly indeed to the 
matters, independent of Uganda in Africa, 
which he introduced into the discussion. 
I think I need only say, with regard to 
the Triple Alliance, that I am not aware 
that anything has occurred since the 
accession of the present Government 
to power which ought to give uneasiness 
either to him or to any Member of this 
House in respect of the Triple Alliance. 
With respect to Egypt, he asks us what 
nre we doinj' there ? Mv answer to that 
is simple. We are doing these two things : 
We are striving steadily to fulfil that 
absolute duty which is incumbent upon 
us of maintaining not only the external 
siecurity, but the internal peace of the 
country so long as the British occupation 
lasts. And together with that we are 
endeavouring to prosecute or to restore, 
whichever you please, that system of 
thorough harmony and concord between 
the native Government and the occupying 
Power, which has been the basis of all our 
proceedings heretofore, and which has 
alone enabled the successive Governments 
to neutralise and qualify the incon- 
veniences of a critical situation. My hon. 
Friend has referred to the language of the 
Government of the French Republic in the 
Chamber of that country. I cannot but 
observe the temperate and guarded and 
friendly language in which the Foreign 
Minister of France dealt with the subject. 
I do not doubt that the same spirit will 
•continue to animate him and his colleagues 
and anv French Administration which is 
likely to come into Office in the regulation 
of the relations, which are happily most 
friendly, and which might become most 
difficult were there a want of judgment 
in the steps taken upon either side. My 
hon. Friend, I think, signified that we, 



having been in Office now for such a 
lengthened period, and having nothing to 
occupy our attention of any consequence 
at home in connection with the Session, 
ought to have made great progress with 
the settlement of foreign affairs. My hon. 
Friend appeared to think that it was our 
duty to initiate some correspondence or 
proceedings on the subject of the Egyptian 
occupation. On that matter I shall give 
no opinion which in any way may re- 
strict our liberty of action for the future, 
either remote or immediate. But I would 
point out to my hon. Friend, in reference 
to the words which fell from me the other 
night, that it is not a very long period 
since we received from the Government 
of France a friendly inquiry as to the 
reception which we should be disppsed to 
give to some overtures on their part for 
re-opening t le negotiations which it is 
perfectly tiui to say never were entirely 
dropped by Lord Salisbury, and could not 
have been said to have passed out of ex- 
istence at the time when the late Govern- 
ment resigned. Under these circumstances, 
I think, when we consider what has hap- 
pened as to the internal politics of France 
during the last month or six weeks, my 
hon. Friend will feel that it would not 
have been very courteous or wise for us, 
after the friendly communications which 
had taken place, hastily to step in and take 
the new initiative in the matter without any 
menacing or embarrassing circumstances. 
So much for this subject. Now I pass to 
the main point of the speech of my hon. 
Friend. He has traversed a very wide 
field indeed, over which it is totally im- 
possible for me to follow him. Let him 
recollect a fundamental proposition as 
determining our situation at the moment. 
It is this. No doubt, as he says, gentle- 
men have been careering through the 
country representing this subject from 
onq point of view and another 
point of view, but those points of 
view are not the points of view from 
which it is possible to tender sound and 
weighty advice for the purpose of guiding 
the policy of England. It is very well, 
no doubt, that the British East Africa 
Company should be active, and should 
have its agents in activity, and should 
possess the public mind in it^ own 
interest, and on its own behalf with the 
views it is inclined to take. I recognise 
the difficulties of the position of the 
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Company, though I shall give no opinion 
whatever in regard to it or its proceed- 
ings at the present time. It is also most 
natural that those who are connected 
with the religious interests embarked in 
this portion of Africa should with 
earnestness, and even with enthusiasm, 
present their view, or points of view, to 
the country. But I must say I cannot 
help sympathising in some degree with 
the reference my hou. Friend has made 
to some statements of the Church Mis- 
sionary Society, which I have read with 
great regret. For I very much indeed 
doubt whether observations of that kind 
upon the external policy of this country 
are observations which can wisely proceed 
from a strictly religious body, which has 
its own exclusive functions in the interest 
of the propagation of the Gospel. 

Sir J. KENNAWAY (Devon, 

Hou i ton) : May I be allowed to say 

^ Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : My hon. 
Friend will have his opportunity later on 
in the discussion. There is one passage 
in the speech of my hon. Friend which I 
regret, and which I do not think he him- 
self can be very well satisfied with. It was 
his reference to Lord Rosebery — it was his 
favourite reference to worthless passages 
in articles written for a itaomentary 
political Party purpose. My hon. Friend 
cannot have failed to remark the naturally 
enthusiastic approval with which that 
portion of his speech was received by all 
those whom he does not wish to cite as 
his political friends. My hon. Friend 
would form a very mean judgment of me 
if I were to treat those speculations as 
worthy of a single mementos notice. I 
pass from them to the main subject 
which is before us — a subject which we 
debated at length last year, and which 
we may very possibly have to debate 
again, but which at this moment it is not 
in our power to debate. We cannot 
enter fully into this question, and for 
what reason ? Because, as we have 
stated* frankly to the House, we are 
almost entirelv destitute of such informa- 
tion in regard to the internal condition 
of Uganda and the transactions which 
have taken place there as alone could 
form a firm basis for us to stand upon in 
taking decisions, and announcing deci- 
sions, and recommending them to Parlia- 
ment, which may deeply involve the 
interests of this country, I was struck 



with the speech of my right hon. Friend 
the Member for West Birmingham when 
he said that he hoped that, whatever we 
did in this matter, we should not drift. 
I share that hope. We are determined, 
so far as depends on us, not to drift, and 
the best way of taking security against 
that condition of helpless drifting is to 
refuse steadily to act until we are 
in possession of the data which 
will supply us with the necessary 
information. Moreover, I think until we 
have acquired those data there will be 
little or no advantage in entering upon a 
discussion which must necessarily be 
loose and superficial. In the speech 
which my hon. Friend delivered last year 
there was a multitude of presumptions 
and difficulties in regard to which our 
information is not such as to enable us to 
convert them either one way or another 
into certainties. The general' dicta of 
my hon. Friend command a great deal of 
my sympathy. The question is the ap- 
plication of general dicta to a particular 
case in a remote coimtry with which the 
time of our communication is counted, 
not by days or weeks, but by months, 
and where the whole stock of information 
that we have, being scanty, is of a partial 
and unauthoritative nature. It is totally 
distinctive from such authority as alone 
Governments can recognise and act 
upon, and this tends to increase the re- 
sponsibility which we should incur were 
we to take any premature steps in the 
matter. I wish to express as exactly as 
I can the full extent of the difference 
between my hon. Friend and myself at 
this moment. Into what forms this 
question may develop itself hereafter it 
is impossible for me to tell. The Speech 
from the Throne distinctly explained to 
the House and to the country that we 
have sent a Commissioner of great ability 
to Uganda for the purpose of inquiring 
into the best mode of dealing with the 
country and for the purpose of examining 
into its condition. My hon. Friend's posi- 
tion, I understand, is this : " Consider all 
the transactions in Uganda as being now, 
once for all, absolutely at an end ; close 
the book ; say this is res acta ; whatever 
may happen, we have no more to do with 
it in any shape whatever ; we have no 
more concern with Uganda than we have 
with Kamschatka.*' I do not think that I 
ican go quite so far in that direction as my 
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hon. Friend. A Charter has been given 
to the East Africa Company. But that 
Charter, my hon. Friend says, involves 
nothing whatever, involves no possibilities 
of obligation or responsibility on the 
part of this Government. I am very far 
from saying that it involves facts of ob- 
ligation or responsibility, but I do 
say that before we can adopt the sweep- 
ing negative of the hon. Member we 
have to judge that there are matters to 
be examined and ascertained. This 
Charter, as my hon. Friend is aware, con- 
fers on the East Africa Company powers 
to govern, to make Treaties, to discharge 
all those high functions, and likewise 
places the exercise of those powers, in 
terms extremely large, under the direct 
control of the Secretary of State. It is 
not, I think, an unreasonable proposition 
that we should have ai^thentic informa- 
tion, not merely ex parte, but some 
authentic and responsible information as 
to the mode in which those governing 
powers, those Treaty-making powers, 
have been exercised, and as to the mode 
in which that authority to control has 
also been put in practice before we can 
form a complete and conclusive judgment 
on those questions. There is another 
point on which I ought perhaps to say a 
word. Some time after we came into 
Office we found that the French Grovern- 
ment were disposed to advance claims on 
England, not absolute but contingent 
claims, on behalf of the Roman Catholic 
missionaries. The contention of the 
French Government, as I understand it, 
has been this : that if in the course of 
the deplorable proceetlings — ^and those 
who predict massacre in certain con- 
tingencies ought to recollect that some- 
thing which may be called massacre has 
been happening under arrangements made 
by other parties — that if it should appear 
that those missionaries, especially those 
French subjects, had grievously suffered 
through transactions in which the Com- 
pany was the representing agent, and 
not by their own fault, we should 
acknowledge in some shape or other, 
subject to future definition and fuller 
examination, some obligation to make 
good any injury so sustained. Looking 
at the question on international grounds, 
we have not felt that we could at once say 
that there is no such responsibility. Does 
not my hon. Friend see that unless he is 
Mr. W. E. Gladstone 



prepared to say, " You are totally wrongs 
and you ought to have said to the French 
Government, whatever the terms of the 
Charter may be, whatever the proceed- 
ings of the Company under the Charter 
may have been, we disclaim all responsi* 
bility, and you may go and ask for in- 
demnity where you like, but do not come 
and ask it from us." Unless the hon. 
Member is prepared to go that length, \ib 
will see there are matters in Uganda 
which it is not only prudent, but abso- 
lutely necessary for us, as well as we can, 
to probe to the bottom ii^ order to ascer- 
tain whether any responsibility, and if so 
what responsibility, has grown up out of 
any proceedings taken in this country^ 
and if there be a debt of honour in- 
cumbent upon us — ^I am far from saying 
that there is such a debt — we should 
meet that debt and satisfy it in the spirit 
of honour which directs all the transac- 
tions of this country. As to the claim 
of the French Government, I do not 
think I am making a tu quoque. On the 
contrary ; as far as I understand the 
matter, I am quoting a proceeding of our 
predecessors for the purpose of expressing 
approval of that proceeding. I believe 
that what we are now doing with regard 
to the subject at large is what Lord 
Salisbury has done with regard to this 
particular, and apparently now, but at 
the same time claim of the French 
Government in respect of the Roman 
Catholic missionaries, especially the 
French subjects. We learned — I think 
about two or three months after we had 
been in Office — that a gentleman of his 
ability, a young man, but, I believe,, 
competent from his qualifications to do 
his work — Captain Macdonald — who had 
been sent to Uganda for the purpose of 
making a survey of the railway, had at a 
later period received instructions from 
Lord Salisbury desiring him,^t a point 
midway between Uganda and Mombasa^ 
to proceed up the country and examine 
into the conduct of the agents and olBcers 
of the Company and of all others con- 
cerned bearing on the question with 
regard to the damages which may or may 
not have been sustained by the French 
missionaries. The question was, whether* 
we should acknowledge that proceeding 
of Captain Macdonald, or whether we- 
were to ask Captain Macdonald to desist. 
We took up the proceedings of Lord 
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Salisbury, aud Captain Macdonald was 
instructed to proceed to fulfil the task 
which Lord Salisbury had laid upon him. 
We have not yet received his Report, 
and I am not certain in how many days 
or weeks it will be received. But I refer 
to the point in order to show how many 
matters of delicacy and difficulty are 
involved in this subject, and how un- 
warrantable and inexcusable it would be 
if we were by premature action to pre- 
judice our own liberty or that of the 
House or the country with regard to any 
portion of what seems to be, on the whole, 
a complicated question. Whatever the 
country may be—limited in its relations, 
in population, limited in the actual extent 
of the British interests connected with 
it, yet when they come to be taken with 
the religious and secular interests of all 
parties, and the unhappy condition of the 
Company, which, after having under- 
taken a great task, has been obliged to 
recede, a situation of great difficulty^-our 
duty is to put ourselves in full possession 
of the facts before we allow ourselves to 
be driven to a premature conclusion, or 
by a premature and anticipatory discussion 
we do anything to prejudice the future. 
My right hon. Friend the Member for 
West Birmingham referred the other night 
to the policy of occupation or annexation. 
That is a policy I need not say which 
we have not proclaimed, and with respect 
to which we have done nothing what- 
ever, direct or indirect, to prejudge the 
future or to prejudice our own liberty. 
My hon. Friend asks me what was the 
state of facts with regard to the railway ? 
I believe the state of facts with regard 
to the railway is that a survey has been 
made, and that the first estimate has 
been doubled, which is the regular and 
normal state of afiairs, and it would not 
perhaps be hazardous to predict that the 
second estimate may be followed by a 
further addition before we are done with 
it. Nothing whatever has taken place 
except the survey. My right hon. 
Friend, it appears to me, invites us to 
adopt this policy of occupation, which 
means annexation, even at the very 
moment when we ourselves are declaring 
we have not sufficient information, and 
that we have appointed a person, whom 
wo think a competent and able Com- 
missioner, in order to ascertain and 
examine what course is the b^st coi^rse 
VOL. CCCLXIV. 



to take. My right hon. Friend appeared 
to be under the supposition that Sir G. 
Portal had gone to Uganda as Adminis- 
trator of the comtry, and to exercise 
functions of government. There cannot 
be a more complete mistake. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birming- 
ham, W.) : I understand that until 
March 31st the administration of the 
country is in the hands of the British 
East Africa Company, and all I asked 
was what was to take place after their 
administration ceased, and until the 
Government came to a final decision. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : I under- 
stood the point of the question was what 
was to take place in the country after 
Sir G. Portal's inquiry was at an end, 
and it appeared to me the right hon. 
Gentleman thought that Sir G. Portal 
was to administer the country in the 
meantime. Sir G. Portal has from us no 
such commission, and the withdrawal of 
Sir G. Portal will create no such vacuum. 
You may say we ought not to leave the 
country without some administration. 
Well, when that battle comes to be 
fought, we shall fight it in common in 
the same ranks as right hon. Gentlemen 
and noble Lords opposite. I do not 
deny that certain disadvantages may 
arise from an interval of that kind. I 
do not at all deny — I think it very 
possible — that Sir G. Portal may un- 
officially and gratuitously, so to speak, 
be of use in transactions that may arise 
here or there while he is in Uganda. 
But Sir G. Portal has no commission as 
Administrator. Neither is there any 
commission of administration to follow. 
If we had made Sir G. Portal the 
Administrator of the country, our inquiry 
would have been a pretence and a 
mockery, for we should have come 
to a foregone conclusion. That I 
hope will be clearly understood. [^Oppo^ 
sition laughter,'] Gentlemen opposite 
are merry upon the matter. They do 
not understand it. If my language has 
been deficient in perspicuity I shall 
endeavour to the best of my poor ability 
to make a further effort to meet their 
extreme needs in any quarter where it 
may be needed. My hon. Friend has 
moved an Amendment which, it appears 
to me, does not deserve his own support. 
I will give him my reasons. He has not 
stated in distinct terms his disapprovi^l 
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of our sending a Commissioner to inquire 
and supply us with what I may call 
responsible information. If he had been 
bold enough to grapple with that pro- 
position, and said — "It is no atfair of 
yours at all ; you have no more business 
to send a Commissioner to inquire into 
the facts of Uganda than into the facts 
of the icy barriers at the South Pole " — 
I could have understood his Amendment. 
It seems to me that by failing to dis- 
approve of this determination of Her 
Majesty's Government to send a Com- 
missioner my hon. Friend thinks the act 
is unassailable. Further than that, what 
does my hon. Friend say ? He hopes 
that Sir G. Portal will effect the evacua- 
tion of that country by the British East 
Africa Company in such mode as not to 
increase the responsibilities of Her 
Majesty's Government. Now, I say 
that we have not sent Sir G. Portal to 
effect the evacuation of the country, and 
here I retaliate a little upon my hon. 
Friend. I carry the war into his camp. 
I say that if we hatl sent Sir G. Portal 
for the purpose of effecting this evacua- 
tion, of prompting, guiding, and con- 
trolling the measures of the British East 
Africa Company in the evacuation, we 
should by that fact, which my hon. 
Friend by his Amendment asks the 
House to adopt, greatly have increased 
the responsibilities of Her Majesty's 
Government. I commend that to my 
hon. Friend, for he is the man of all 
others who ought to vote against this 
Amendment. Sir G. Portal has been 
referred to in terms of honour so far as 
regards his ability and character, but in 
terms which I feel bound to repudiate so 
far as regards his opinions and pre- 
possessions. My hon. Friend thinks, and 
virtually said, that the question now at 
issue is annexation. On our part I 
entirely repudiate that allegation. I say 
Sir G. Portal has gone freely in his own 
mind, as well as freely towards us, to 
examine into all the alternatives that 
may present themselves. These alter- 
natives are more than one or two ; but I 
do not intend to enter on them at this 
time. My hon. Friend says that the 
opinions of Sir G. Portal are known to 
be favotirable to annexation. I stated 
the other night we did not know that 
my hon. Friend seems to have better 
means of knowing than we have. He 
Mr. W. E. Gladstone 



says he can give us information, but he 
has not given us any. The information 
he has tendered is third or fourth hand 
information. I can only say that Sir 
Gerald Portal has himself sent a message 
to this country, and the terms in which 
he speaks of his information are incom- 
patible with the idea that there is an 
atom of representation of his opinions in 
the reference of the hon. Member. Sir, 
I do not stand merely upon negative 
histories. Sir Gerald Portal has not 
been sent on this very important duty 
as a venture. He has been sent 
by a Government who before they sent 
him had been placed by him in full pos- 
session of his views — I mean of his 
general views, the general spirit with 
which he would approach the task — ^and 
it is because we were satisfied these were 
views which entitled him to confidence, 
and that he was the best man to give 
assistance in a most difficult task, that 
we selected him to discharge duties that 
must undoubtedly be difficult under all 
circumstances, and as to which any act 
of carelessness or of misjudgment would 
render almost hopeless. I apologise to 
the House that I cannot enter into the 
multitude of topics of a most interesting 
character that could be dealt with in a 
Debate of this kind, or that I cannot say 
anything to lead hon. Gentlemen to the 
point at which they can say, " Now we 
see our way ; now we have clear ground 
before us, a well-defined path, and we 
have nothing to do but to travel along 
it." At the present moment I am 
obliged to speak on insufficient informa- 
tion. But I am able to say, in conclusion, 
that no one has shown that better steps 
could have been taken for the purpose 
of bringing our information to efficiency, 
and for the purpose of arriving at a most 
clear judgment in a difficult matter, with- 
out forming which we should not be jus- 
tified in recommending a policy to the 
House. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, 
E.) : I do not propose to intervene in the 
domestic quarrel between the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down and 
the hon. Member for Northampton ; nor 
do I mean to make a speech on the sub- 
ject of Uganda. But I do think it neces- 
sary, after what has fallen from the right 
hon. Gentleman, to press him upon a 
most important point which has been 
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pressed on him in this Debate, and on 
which, after all, he has returned no 
answer whatever, good, bad, or indiffe- 
rent. The right hon. Gentleman is a 
master of safe phrases ; phrases that can 
under no possible circumstances at anj 
future time be turned against him ; 
phrases the full meaning of which it is 
perhaps difficult to grasp at the moment, 
but which, whether easy or difficult to 
grasp, cannot by any ingenuity be 
brought home to him at any later stage 
of a controversy, or at any future de- 
velopment of the question we have to 
discuss. Now, the right hon. Gentleman 
was asked by myself on the first night 
of the Debate, and by the right hon. 
Member for Birmingham on the second 
night, what provision, if any, the Go- 
vernment contemplated making after Sir 
Gerald Portal's mission was accomplished. 
We are told in the Speech from the 
Throne that Sir Gerald Portal is to be 
supported by material force. He is to 
go up to this country, having behind him 
a force adequate to support the dignity 
of the Empire. He will make an inquiry 
lasting over weeks or months. When 
the inquiry comes to an end, and when 
Sir Gerald Portal returns to his duties 
at Zanzibar, what provision, if any, do 
the Government propose to make for the 
administration of the affairs of Uganda 
until they shall have had time to discuss 
and decide upon the permanent settlement 
which they propose to adopt in that 
country ? That was the question that 
was asked. Has any answer been re- 
ceived to it ? [" No."] Neither in the 
first speech which the right hon. Gentle- 
man made upon this subject, nor in the, 
second speech which he has just delivered, 
has he given any auswer whatever to 
that question. He tries to shelter him- 
self uuder the cegis of tho late Govern- 
mcut, anxious, at all evcuts, to 
show how carefully he follows out 
their policy. He has told us that 
when the late Government left Office they 
had no plan, and he leaves it to be in- 
ferred that that justifies him in having no 
plan himself. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man should remember the dates affecting 
this case. Our desire with regard to 
Uganda was that it should be admiuis- 
tered by the Company, and we really 
felt that it would be difficult to adminis- 
ter it by the Company or by anybody 



else unless the railway was constructed, 
and we desired to see the railway con- 
structed. That was an essential part of 
our policy. As I understand, the right 
hon. Gentleman does not commit himself 
to the railway, and, as far as he has 
alluded to the railway at all, he has 
alluded<to it in disparaging terms,and there- 
fore if he desires to retain any Imperial 
control over Uganda he evidently contem- 
plates doing so without the assistance of 
a railway, a task which is iindoubtedly 
one of great magnitude and difficulty. 
Our policy, at all events, was the railway 
and the Company. Shortly before we 
left Office it became quite clear that the 
Company could not carry on their duties 
— in fact, the Company declared that 
they could not carry on their duties — 
and we had no power to compel them to 
do so. A question was put to me on this 
subject on June 16th by a gentleman 
whose decease we all deeply regret — Sir 
W. Barttelot. On June 16th, which was, 
the day on which the date of the Dissolu- 
tion of Parliament was announced, I gave 
this answer — 

 

** I have to say that I believe the Company 
have sent instructions to their agents to retire 
from Uganda at the end of the year. The 
Government have not, as 1 understand the 
matter, any power to compel them to stay, 
but it must be borne in mind that the with- 
drawal of the Company's officers by no means 
implies the abandonment of the country. . . 

. . I may remind my right hon. and gallant 
Friend that in, our opinion the proper way to 
maintain our |X)sition in Uganda is to construct 
a railway to the eastern shore of Lake Victoria 
NyanEa ; that the surveys are being rapidly 
proceeded with, and would so far seem to show 
that the prospect presents no engineering diffi- 
culties." 

I was then asked by Colonel Barttelot 
whether ho was to understand that it was 
the inteiitiou of the Government to main- 
tain the sphere in which Uganda was 
situated, and I replied — " I apprehend 
there is no intention of altering the 
sphere of British influence." That was 
the policy of the late Government as 
stated on June 16th ; and because of that 
date, which, as I said before, was the 
date of the Dissolution of Parliament 
immediately after the Company had 
announced their intention to depart, we 
produced no policy dealing with the 
country after the Company had left. 
Therefore, apparently, the right hon. 
Gentleman considers that he, after six 
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months of Office, is also absolved from 
having any policy upon this all-impor- 
tant question. Had we remained in 
Office until the present date, we should, 
of course, have made up our minds what 
policy was to be pursued, and we should 
be prepared to state to Parliament what 
that policy was. I fully allow that the 
right hon. Gentleman has a right — it is, 
perhaps, his duty — to send up Sir 
Gerald Portal to make investigations 
into the condition of Uganda and into 
the various policies which might, in his 
opinion, be with advantage pursued in 
that country. But that does not absolve 
the Government from endeavouring to 
make up their minds as to what they 
mean to do when this officer, who is sent 
up for purposes of investigation alone, 
leaves the country and comes back to 
report. What are you going to do in 
the interval between his making that 
Report and your making up your minds 
what to do upon it ? That question has 
been put two or three times in clear 
and specific language to the Government, 
/it was put by myself in the first place, 
it was put by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Birmingham in the second 
place, and it has been put by other speakers 
on this side of the House at a later stage 
of the Debate, No answer whatever, 
except what we have obtained from am- 
biguous utterances of the hon. Member 
below the Gangway, has been vouch- 
safoil to us by the Government. Are we 
to infer from that silence that the Go- 
vernment have not yet made up their 
minds ? Surely, that is the very drift- 
ing against which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Birmingham 
warned the Government, and against 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Prime Minister declared he was on his 
guard. And yet it appears that, with 
all these facts before them, and with all 
their knowledge of the difficulties of the 
situation, the Government are content to 
send out an armed investigator, and to 
make no preparations, no arrangements, 
and no forecast of the difficulties which 
are to ensue when that investigator shall 
have left the country. I do ask the 
Government to give us some indication 
both as to what their policy is when Sir 
G. Portal shall have left the country, 
aud as to what are the instructions they 
have given to him in the meanwhile. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 



Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : You will 
see on Monday. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR : Is the De- 
bate to close to-night, or to go over 
to-night ? If it goes over to-night, the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman that 
we shall see the instructions on Monday 
is a pertinent and relevant reply ; but if 
the hon. Member below the Gangway 
is going to withdraw his Amendment 
to-night, and if we are to have no 
further means of questioning the Go- 
vernment on this legitimate and Consti- 
tutional opportunity, then we have a 
right to demand from one of the right 
hon. Gentleman^s Colleagues who has 
not already spoken on the Amendment 
what is the general substance, the broad 
tenour, of the instructions given to Sir 
Gerald Portal, and what are the plans of 
the Government for dealing with the 
country when Sir Gerald Portal has left 
it. 

•The chancellor of the EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir W. Harcourt, Derby): 
I think it extremely easy to answer the 
question of the right hon. Gentleman as 
to what course we shall take after Sir 
G. Portal has made the inquiries he is 
commissioned to make. That course 
depends upon what he reports to us. 
Either you are to inquire to some purpose 
or you are not. Are you going to 
determine before you receive that Report 
what you will do when the inquiry is 
made ? It is impossible to conceive that 
you could take any other course. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
wish to interrupt, but that is exactly 
what I did not ask. I asked. What is 
to be done between the conclusion of 
ll^ir G. PortaPs Mission aud the time 
when you choose to make up your minds 
as to what is to be done ? That is all I 
ask 

Sir W. harcourt : The right 
hon. Gentleman comes from north of the 
Tweed, and I will give him an answer 
after the manner of his own country 
and that is, by asking him a question. 
What did you intend to do to 
Uganda between the time when the 
Company had retired, which they were 
with your consent to do in December 
last, and the making of the railway ? 
When you were asked in this House 
what your policy was in Uganda when 
the Company retired you said, " Our 
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policy is to make the railway." What 
wliere you going to do during the three 
or four years between the evacuation by 
the Company auil the making of the 
railway ? That ia the thing you were 
asked. That question was put in Juno 
last to Lord Salisbury in the House of 
Lords, and he refused to give a reply. 
Now, the right hon. Gentleman has 
spoken of the relations of the late 
Goverament to the Company — he said 
that the Company could not hold its 
own. That ia true. The Company 
gave notice to the late Government that 
they were going to evacuate last year 
- — the first notice to evacuate, in fact, 
was given the year before. When these 
Papers are produced (and I am entitled 
to refer to them &s they are going to be 
produced at once), the Houoe will find 
that the late Government simply accepted 
the notice of evacuation without a single 
word to the Company, or to anyone, of 
what they were going to do when the 
Company left. They received a aeeond 
notice in last May, intimating that the 
Company were going to evacuate on the 
31st December. They accepted that 
notice in a simple letter, without any 
intimation that they were going to do 
anything, or what they were going to do 
on the evacuation. They left matters in 
that position when they quitted OfBce in 
August. The Company was going toevacu- 
ate on the Slat December. It takes three 
months to communicate with Uganda, 
and the position of the late Government 
was this, that they had made no provision 
for what was to take place when the 
Company left Uganda. That was the 
position they occupied. That is not the 
position we occupy. We were informed 
that there would be danger to the people 
in Uganda unless some precautious were 
taken in order to facilitate evacuation, 
and upon that information we re- 
quested the Company — a request 
the l8t« Government never made 
— that they would continue occiipa- 
tiou until the evacuation was safe. That 
is the difference between our conduct 
and theirs. They accepted evacuation 
without a word, without 
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" What are your plans ? " What 
were yoiir plans ? What did you con- 
template was going to happen when the 
Company, whose proceedings you dis- 
missed with the RJlence which I daresay 
they deserved, left Uganda ? The Com- 
pany said, " We are going," and the late 
Government said, " Then, good bye." 
They did not say — " What are you going 
to do when you leave, what is going to 
be the condition of the missions, or of 
the slave trade, or what is going to be 
the condition of anything at Uganda ? " 
They simply said, "Take your depar- 
ture," and nothing more. That is what 
you will find when you read these Papers. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer shakes 
his head. \^Laughler.'\ [The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was here refer- 
ring to Mr, Goschen who had been 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in the late 
Government.] Let him tell us what 
more tliere is in these Papers, and then 
we will judge by the Papers when they 
appear. Let him say whether there is a 
single word on the reconi which shows 
that when the late Government said 
" We accept your evacuation " they sug- 
gested for a moment anything in the 
nature of an interim occupation by them- 
selves, or that they took any measure 
whatever for such an occupation. That 
is the position of the late Government. 
That is not the position we have taken 
np. We have made a provision up to 
March next in order that the dangers of 
evacuation in December should not accrue. 
The late Government made no such pro- 
vision. We have made provision to 
inform our.^elvea as to the condition of 
Uganda, and until that information is 
given us we will not bind the country to 
any such policy as that which the late 
Government now pretend they had, and 
which the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham wislics us to 
adopt. Let me correct myself. I stated 
that the late Government had said 
nothing more to the Company except 
that they should take their departure. 
There was one thing more, perhaps, and 
that was what the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was thinking of. {^Renewed 
'"ugkter and cries of " The late Chan- 
llor of the Exchequer."] The Com- 
— had proposed that they should leave 
tnns behind them for their friends 
testaut party to defend themselves 
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withy and the late GoverumeDt said, 
" Don't leave your arms behind you for 
such a purpose." 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Speaking 
for myself, I can honestly say I desire 
that this question, which at present, I 
believe, divides not only the two sides of 
the House but different Parties in the 
House, should not be treated as a Party 
question. I care very much more for 
what, at all events, I believe to be the 
true interests of the country than I care 
for any of Party game in the matter. 
And I confess that while I make abso- 
lutely no complaint of the tone and spirit 
of the argument and observations of my 
right hon. Friend the Prime Minister, I 
regret very much the recriminatory tone 
in which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has just spoken. I agree with the Prime 
Minister that the discussion which has 
been raised by the hon. Member for 
Northampton is a little premature. No 
doubt the Party in this House which the 
hon. Member for Northampton represents 
— ^and I am sorry he is not going to 
divide that we may see how numerous it 
is — has determined, without any fair in- 
formation or inquiry, that Uganda ought 
to be immediately abandoned. Well, 
Sir, there is another Party in this House 
with which I have already identified 
myself, and which I believe is more 
numerous than the Party of the hon. 
Member for Northampton, which believes 
that it already has information enough to 
justify it in coming to the conclusion that 
Uganda ought to be retained. But 
between these two Parties we have the 
Party led by the Government, who tell 
us, in the words of the Prime Minister, 
that they are destitute — they frankly say, 
I admit, that they are destitute — of in- 
formation which would form the basis of 
a safe judgment. We cannot get over 
that, and under these circumstances I 
do not see for a moment how we can 
dispute their right to make a full and 
careful inquiry in order that, with all 
knowledge in their possession, they may 
come to a right decision. I for my 
part make no complaint of the mis- 
sion of Sir G. Portiil. But the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Derby 
is entirely incorrect in imputing to me, 
as he did just now, that I desire 
to commit the Government prematurely 
to any policy one way or the other. They 
Sir W. Harcourt 



say they are ignorant; I cannot contra- 
dict them. I am perfectly willing that 
they should be edu(;atcd. They have a 
perfect right to inform themselves upon 
the question, but they have no right to 
prejudge the matter, and that is what 
they are doing. Now we have the in- 
formation we have vainly attempted to 
gain during the last two days' debates — 
we have the information from the mouth 
of the Prime Minister that they have 
made no preparation whatever for the 
state of things which will arise when the 
evacuation by the Company takes place. 
And what says the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. He \ 
indulges in recriminatory language, and p 
says "you," that is to say the late 
Government, " made no provision." 
Granted, for the sake of argument. 
Does that make it right ? I contend that 
on the evidence we have it is perfectly 
clear the late Government would have 
made some provision. But, grant that 
they did not and were guilty of the 
inconceivable folly that the right hon. 
Member for Derby attributes to them of 
proceeding to make a railway at the 
expense of £3,000,000 through a country 
that might be hostile to a country, and 
taking no steps to secure peace in eitiier 
country — grant that they were so foolish 
as that, does the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Derby mean to tell 
us he is going to be equally foolish ? 
They are no longer responsible. You 
are. Now, let me again point out this 
state of the case. Here we have a Mission 
accompanied by some 220 armed men, 
composed of a few Englishmen and 200 
natives, and if that force is considered 
adequate to protect the honour of Eng- 
land, I draw the conclusion that the pro- 
tection of our interests in Uganda is not 
HO difficult as the hon. Member for 
Northampton seems to think. I do not 
dispute that the Government have taken 
sufficient precautions to protect the Mis- 
sion. The Mission will get to Uganda 
as the evacuation of the Company takes 
place. As long as the Mission remains 
in the country the country will be peace- 
able. I have no doubt that the force of 
200 men, led by Sir Gerald Portal, with 
such armed forces as there are in the 
country, will be sufficient to preserve the 
peace of the country. But when Sir 
Gerald Porta comes home there must, 
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then, necessarily be an interval — it niav 
be of many months ; it must, of necessity, 
be at least four months— during which 
tliere will be no such force in the country, 
and you may, as I said last night, haye a 
massacre such as has not yet occurred in 
that country. The Prime Minister, who 
I do not think has l>ecn directly informed 
on this subject, said I referred to 
massacres, and appeared to argue that 
something that might be called a massacre 
had taken place in that country. There 
have been two battles in recent times, 
but I am assured by those who have the 
best right to speak on such matters, be- 
cause they were present at the battles, 
that the loss of life, however much we 
may regret it, was comparatively trifling; 
and if you look at the results which these 
battles secured, I believe the loss of life 
will be looked upon as inconsiderable. 
These battles have secured the absolute 
peace of the country. At the present 
time the country is perfectly safe under 
the advice and guidance of the officer 
who has been left in charge. Is all that 
to be destroyed when the evacuation takes 
place ? I am not putting this question 
in any hostile spirit, but I do ask again, 
is it possible that you are going to allow 
a state of anarchy, and possibly a public 
massacre, to ensue from the moment the 
Commissioner leaves the country ? If so, 
his report will be a dead letter, and any 
recommendation he may make for the re- 
tention of the country can then only be 
carried out by sending an enormous ex- 
pedition to the country, at an immense 
cost. 

Mr. GOSCHEN (St. George's, Han- 
over Square) : I see no symptom of any 
right hon. Gentleman rising from the 
opposite Bench to answer the question 

put to the Government. One question 
is this — and I venture most humbly to 
put this point once more to right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite — will they, before 
this Debate closes, tell us whether Sir 
Gerald Portal has any instructions with 
regard to making any arrangements on 
his departure to secure the administration 
of the country, or for taking any measures 
necessary to secure the peace of the 
country when he departs. 

Sir W. IIAECOURT : I said that he 
will make his own arrangements. 



Mr. GOSCIIEN : Then he has power 
to make arrangements for the interval ? 
Has he that power or not ? 

Sir W. HARCOURT : I do not know 
what the interval is. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The interval is the 
time between the time of his departure 
from Uganda and the time that the Go- 
vernment will make up its mind as to 
the course that must be taken in the 
matter, and what we wish to know is, 
Has Sir Gerald Portal got instructions 
which will enable him to make arrange- 
ments for the temporary administration 
of the country when he departs, and if 
the officers of the Company have then 
also left ? We hold in the strongest way 
that we have a right to an answer to 
that question. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is the last person who I 
should have thought would forget that 
he is in Office, and yet he retained to- 
night both the manner and doctrines of 
a Member in Opposition. He seemed to 
think that we were still in Office, and he 
once or twice called me the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. He has charged me 
with indulging in tu quoques. But 
when he and his colleagues in the Go- 
vernment are responsible, is it enough 
to ask what we should have done if we 
were in Office ? Were we in Office we 
should have felt the responsibility. We 
now put it on the Government. Had 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer attended 
to the quotations that were read by my 
' right hon. Friend (Mr. A. J. Balfour) he 
would have known that on the 16th of 
June my right hon. Friend distinctly 
announced to the House that the retire- 
ment of the Company did not mean, in 
the opinion of the Government, the 
abandonment of Uganda. Could a 
stronger declaration be made of the 
views and sentiments of the Government 
on the eve of a General Election ? I 
put it to the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, Would it have been right, under 
the circumstances, when a General Elec- 
tion was about to take place, to pledge 
the Government of the day to a more 
decided plan ? I think we should have 
been wrong if we at that time attempted 
to commit Parliament and the country to 
a course which we should not have been 
responsible for carrying out, and, there- 
fore, we put no definite plan before the 
country in regard to Uganda. But every 
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phr&ae, every aeutimeut wLich we iitteretl, 
showed that we should have felt tiie 
immense respouaibtlity eulailc<l upon ih 
at that time liad we come liiick to powt^r. 
The Govemmeot have increased their 
reepoHaibility in thia reapcet by the step 
— possibly the wise step — they have 
takeu in scndiag Sir Gerald Portal to 
Uganda. Will the right hon. Geutlc- 
mau tells us, is it the policy of the Go- 
vernmcut that Sir Gerald I'ortal should 
came away from Uganda, the Company 
having previously retired, and then allow 
events to take their course ? 

Sir W. HARCOURT : How can we 
tell you that ? 

Mb. GOSCHEX : Well, you can fell 
us this. If Sir Gerald Portal believer 
that there is danger to the eommuuifies 
and to the misajonarios, will he be em- 
powered to leave his foR'o there while he 
returns home to make his Report, and to 
make temporary arrangements with the 
authority of the Government for carry- 
ing out the administration of the 
country ? 

Sm W. HARCOURT: No doubt 
he will. 

MR.GOSCHEX: The right lion. Gen- 
tleman says " No doulit he will." Then, 
at last, we have cxlnicted information 
from the Government. Then ihis Debate 
has not been friiiiless, I am glad the 
Government have given a free hand to 
Sir Gerald Portal. The right hon. 
Gentleman knows that the Debate has 
not been raised by us, and that we are 
anxious to support the policy of the 
Government in despatching Sir Gerald 
Portal to Uganda. Wo know now that 
after Sir G. Portal has left Uganda in 
order to make his Report, he has received 
powers from the Government to make 
arrangements for the temporary adminis- 
tration of the coimtry. 

Sir Vf. HARCOURT : I never said 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : I am anxious not 
to misrepresent tlio right hon. Gentle- 
man. I think he said Sir Gerald P( 
would have to make his own arrai 
ments. Does the right hon. Gentle 
admit those vorda ? 

"Sir W. HARCOURT : I unders 
the right hon. Gentleman to ask 
whether, if the occasion arose wbe 
would not be safe for Sir G. Pt 
Mr. GoKhen 



to go away with his force, he 
would have the power to keep the foree 
there for the purposes of safety. I said 
he hml. That is a very different thing 
from making arrangements for the ad- 
miuistratiou of the country, 

Mb. GOSCHEN ; I do not in the 
least wish to press the Government, to 
whom we are grateful for the attitude 
they have takeu in this matter, looking 
to their rather questionable antecedents ; 
and we are only anxious that they should 
not, under the pressure of hon. Members 
below the Gangway, in any way diminish 
the influence of this action by any de- 
mands that might arise as to the position 
in Uganda before Sir G, Portal returns. 
There must be no misunderstanding on 
this point. I think those of us who 
take an interest in the security of the 
posilion in Uganda are entitled to a dis- 
tinct declaration of policy of ibe Govern- 
ment in this matter. I understand — and 
I should be corrected if I am wrong — that 
Sir Gerald Portal has, however, not to 
take over the administration of the 
couutry, during tiie absence of the British 
officer, but to make the arrangements ; 
that he has got distinct instrnetions in this 

" You are Roing on a Mission of Inquiry to 
Uganda. The C[>m]>an? have tolU ns tbe; pr i- 
)io»e Icavini; in a short time. That retirement 
of tbc comjmii; anil jonr departure together 
might proiliico a ijiaantrous cffen upon the 
varii>ns parties in Uganda. Consequently, you 
have the |>awCT and the aatbority of the Oo- 
Tcmment, and you will have the BUpport of (he 
GoTcniment, in making the necessary amnge- 
menta for the jirotefiion of all interests." 

If the right hon. Gentleman or one of 
his colleagues can give us any assurance 
to that effect it will relieve the very 
considerable ansiety that oppresses many. 

Motion mads, and Question proposed, 
"That the Debate Iw now adjourned." — 
(Mr. G. Hyndham.) 

Motion agreed to. 

Debate adjourned till ' ' 



Rifflits of Way 



{3 February 1 



MR.CONYBEARE (Cornwall, Chhi- 
borne) : Ona pointof OrJer. IslhUHill 
printed 't 

CoLOVEL HOWARD VINCENT: 
It is printed. It has been before the 
House Beveral Sessions. 

The PRESIDENT OK the BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. Mcndella, Sheffield, 
Brightside) : I have not seen the Bill, 
and therefore cannot agree to the Second 
Rea<liDg. I do not believe the Bill has 
been delivered ; it certainly has not come 
into my hands. 

Colonel HOWARD VINCENT: 

It has not been deitvere<l, but it has been 
In the Vote Office all the evening. The 
Preaident of the Board of Trade is 
acquainted with its provisiooB, for it is 
the eame Bill that has been before the 
House for the past four Sessions. 

Mr. CONYBEARE said, that not a 
single Member be knew of bad seen the 
Bill. The very fact that the Bill of such 
a notorious Fair Trader as the hon. Mem- 
ber had been before the House for four 
Sessions, and had not been adopted, was 
sufficient to coudemn it as worthless. He 
strongly suspected the Bill was sustained 
by the Protectionist heresy, and he would, 
therefore, oppose its Second Reading. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
"That the Second Reading ibe deferred 
till Monday next." 
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CORI'clKATB ASSOCIATIONS 
BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Howell, Bill for the better 
securing their Property to Corporate Aasocia- 
tions, and for preventing the alieDation of Ibeir 
Funds, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Howe, j 
Mr. Barrow, Mr. Beaufoy, Mr. Benn, Mr. Thomai 
Henry Bulton, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Frederick Frye, 
Mr. Montagu, Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. James Row- 
lands, Mr. James Stuart, and Mr. Stewart 
Wallace. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 147.] 



TRADE r\ ION PROVIDENT FUNDS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Howell, Bill to exempt 
from Income Tax the invested funds of Trade 
Unions applied in payment of I'rovident 
Benefits, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Howell, Mr. Arfth, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Fenwick, 
Mr. James Rowlands, and Mr. John Wilson 
(Mid- Durham). 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill U8.] 



ACT (1887) AME.NDHENT 
BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Thomas Lewis, Bill to 
amend The Coroners' Act, 1837, ordered 
lo be brought in by Hr. Thomas Lewis, Mr. 
firyn Boberts, and Mr. Alfred Thomas. 

Bill presented, and read flrattime. [BillUS,] 

MERCHANDISE MARKS ACTS (1887 AND 
1891) AHESDME.VT BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Bernard Coleridge, Bill to 
amend the Uerchandioe Marks Acts, 1887 and 
1891, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bernard 
Coleridge, Mr. Heniy J. Wilson, and Mr. 
Howell. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill lEO.] 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES (vOTlNG AND 
gUALIFICATlOir) (no. 2) BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Charles Dilke, Bill to 
amend the system of Toting at Local Elections, 
and to atMlish Property QualificationB for Local 
Authorities, ordered to be brought In by Sir 
CbarlcB Dilke, Mr, Francis Stevenson, Captain 
Fenwick, Mr. Calne, Mr. Hopwood, Mr. Jacoby, 
and Mr. Matthew Fowler. 

Bill piesented,and read first time. [Bill 161.] 

RIUHTfl OF WAY (SCOTLASD) BILL. 
On Motion of Mr. Buchanan, Bill to confer 
|on CoDQty Councils in Scotland the power of 
[maintaining and protecting Rights of Way, 
,and otherwise to amend the Law relating to 
Righta of Way in Scotland, ordered to be 
brought In bv Mr. Bncbanan, Dr. Parquharson , 
Mr. Donald Crawford, Mr. Shiresa Will, Hr, 
Thomas Shaw, Mr. Wason, and Captain Sinclair. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 1G2.] 
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HYPOTHEC BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Cameron Corbctt, Bill to 

effect the complete abolition of the landlords* 

right of hypothec for rent in Scotland, ordered 

to be brought in by Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. 

^ochrane, and Mr. Cross. • 

9f Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 153.] 



LEASEHOLDERS ENFRANCHISEMENT 

(IRELAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Dr. Kenny, Bill for the En- 
franchisement of Leaseholders in towns in Ire- 
land, ordered to be brought in by Dr. Kenny, 
Mr. Clancy, Mr. Timothy Harrington, Mr. 
Field, Mr. Hayden, and Mr. John Redmond. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 154.] 



crofters' holdings (Scotland) act 
(1886) amendment bill. 

On Motion of Dr. Clark, Bill to amend the 
thirty-fourth section of The Crofters* Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886, ordered to be brought in 
by Dr. Clark, Mr. Angus Sutherland, Mr. Weir, 
iSt. MacGrcgor, and Mr. Macfarlane. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 155.] 

POST OFFICE (acquisition OF SITEs) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Arnold Morley, Bill to 
enable Her Majesty*s Postmaster General to 
acquire lands in London, Liverpool, and Leeds 
for the Public Service ; and for other purposes, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Arnold Morley 
and Sir John Hibl^rt. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 156.] 

BUILDING FEUS AND LEASES (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Donald Crawford, Bill to 
amend the Law relating to Feus and Leases for 
Building in Scotland, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Donald Crawford, Mr. Munro Ferguson, 
and Mr. Philipps. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 157.] 

DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Donald Crawford, Bill to 
make provision for the establishment of Day 
Indostrial Schools in Scotland, and to amend 
the Education (Scotland) Acts, 1872 to 1883, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Donald Craw- 
ford, Mr. James Campbell, Mr. Buchanan, and 
Mr. Munro Ferguson. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 158.] | 



MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS ACT (1882) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Albert Rollit, Bill to amend 
The Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert Rollit, 
Sir Julian Goldsmid, Mr. Roe, Mr. Beckett, Mr. 
Brunner, and Mr. Morton. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 159.] 



LOCAL AUTHORITIES (VOTING AND 
qualification) (no. 3) BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Charles Diike, Bill to 
amend the system of Voting at Local Elections, 
and to alter the Qualifications for Local Autho- 
rities, ordered to be brought in by Sir Charles 
Dilke, Mr. John Wilson (Mid-Durham), Mr. 
Thomas Bayley, Mr. Byles, Mr. Brunner, Mr. 
John Bums, and Mr. J. H. Wilson. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 160.] 



LEGITIMATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Walter M'Laren, Bill to 
alter and amend the Law by Legitimating 
Children bom before marriage on the subee- 
quent marriage of their parents, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Walter McLaren, Mr. Neville, 
and Mr. Bowen Rowlands. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 161.] 



STATUTORY RULES BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Albert Rollit, BiU for 
the publication of Statutory Rules, ordered to 
be brought in by Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Hob- 
house, Mr. Whitmore, and Mr. Arthur 
O'Connor. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 162.] 



WEIGHTS AND MEASURES BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Albert Rollit, Bill to 
amend the Law relating to Weights and Mea- 
sures, ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert 
Rollit, Mr. Roe, Mr. Bmnner, Mr. Stanley 
Leighton, Sir Henry Roscoe, and Mr. Chance. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 163.] 



ADJOURNMENT. 

Resolved, That this House, at its 
rising, do adjourn till ]^onda7 next. — 
(Mr, Murjorihanks,) 

House adjourned at Twelve o'clock 

till Monday nez' 



SOS 



Trial by Jury {6 February 1893} 



in Bengal. 



506 



* %. 

« 



1 



Si 



•9 
•••4 

v> 



'S' 



^ 



o 






HOUSE OF LORDS, 

Monday^ 6ih February 1893. 
Several Lords — Took the Oath. 

UGANDA. 

QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 

•Lord BRASSEY said, he desired to 
ask the noble Loi-d the Secretary for 
Foreign fAffaips a question of which 
he hadj given him private notice". It 
related to the situation in Uganda. 
There had been a good deal of dis- 
cussion on the subject, but he thought 
several points were still far from clear. 
He was sure the House and the country 
would be glad to have a statement from 
the Minister most directlv concerned. 
Before putting the question, he wished 
to say, as an act of simple justice to the 
East Africa Company, with which he 
was originally connected, that their 
object throughout in all they had under- 
taken had been primarily to suppress the 
Slave Trade and to promote civilisa- 
tion within the territory assigned to 
British influence in East Africa. He 
asked the noble Lord what steps Her 
Majesty's Ministers proposed to take 
to secure the peace of the country within 
the sphere of British influence in 
East Africa after the retirement of the 
British East Africa Company ? 

The secretary of STATE for 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Earl of 
Rosebert) : My Lords, I have no 
difficulty whatever in answering the 
very simple question put to me by my 
noble Friend. Sir Gerald Portal has 
proceeded to Uganda to make a 
Report, in his capacity as Commissioner, 
for the district within the sphere of 
British influence in East Africa, on the 
best method of dealing with that country. 
He has, under that Commission, which 
'will be found in the African Paper No. 
IV. of last year, ample authority to db 
all that may be required in the condition 
of things which the question of my noble 
Friend has indicated. Perhaps it may 
make the matter clearer if I read the 
actual passage from the Instructions to 
-which I have referred. The paragraph 
begins by speaking of what will be the duty 
of Sir Gerald Portal within the terri- 
tories which are under the administration 
»of the Company ; and it proceeds — 
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"Outside those territories" — and that will 
be the position of Uganda after the 3l8t March 
next — " your position will be independent ; 
in that portion of your district you should 
endeavour, as far as your opportunities go, to 
make British influence felt by the natives, to 
maintain })eace and order, to develop legitimate 
trade, to secure the safe circulation of traders 
and travellers, and, generally, without undue 
interference with tribal government and 
native habits and customs, to pave the way for 
conferring on the natives the benefits of civi- 
lisation, which,. on the suppression of the evils 
of the Slave Trade, should accompany the 
revival of prosperity." . 

Further, I may add that under Para- 
graph 8 of the instructions for his 
present Mission, which I trust will be in 
your Lordships^ hands this evening,' he 
has a free hand to act as he thinks 
proper. It will be seen, therefore, that 
in his capacity as Commissioner he has 
ample authority, and he has also an 
ample staff to support that authority. 

The Marquess of SALISBUEY : 
Would the noble Lord tell us the number 
of that staff — whether he knows what 
force is with Sir Gerald Portal ? 

The Earl op ROSEBERY : He 
has about 230 Zanzibar! troops ; but under 
his Instructions he has full power to take 
over any forces belonging to the Company, 
and therefore he has a perfectly free hand 
in that matter. I think, as the noble 
Marquess has raised the point, it may 
be as well to say that in sending this 
Mission we were well aware that we 
were sending a Commissioner into the 
heart of Africa without any specific 
means of communication with him except 
of a precarious kind by messengers, who 
may take three months to reach him. 
We therefore felt it our duty — and I am 
sure your Lordships will agree that we 
were right — ^to give him as free a hand as 
possible to do what he thought fit under 
his commission as British Conunissioner, 
pending the composition and preparation 
of his Report. 

TRIAL BY JURY IN BENGAL. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 

•Lord STANLEY op ALDERLEY" 
asked the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for India, whether he had sanctioned the 
abolition of trial by jury in seven districts 
of Bengal for 91 offences, including 
murder ; and whether the subjects of 
European countries and citizens of the 
United States, accused of any of these 
offences, would lose jury trial ? He said- 
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Judge of the 24 Pergunnahs to Mr. 
Lushington, Secretary of the Govern- 
ment of Bengal, in which he suggested 
that trial by jury should be extended to 
all the sections of the Penal Code and 
powers reserved to the Sessions Judge 
to hold any trial with assessors — 

" I am of opinion, however, that trial by 
jury shouW be extended to all cases without 
reserve. The system is working very well, and 
I would much rather work with a jury than 
with assessors/' 

He would now give the opinion of the 
late Sir George Campbell, who, after 
having been Chief Commissioner of the 
Central Provinces, was for some years a 
Judge of the High Court of Calcutta, and 
finally Lieutenant Governor of Bengal, 
and who left India about 1876, and 
who in this country was a Radical, 
but who had been rather of an opposite 
frame of mind in India. After obierviug 
that — 

"\^Tien unamalgamated classes are living 
together, tripJ by jury is sometimes not trial by 
Peers." 

«nd that — 

** When on an indigo question a native is 
tried by a jury of natives, or a European by a 
jury of Europeans, the impartial public may 
distrust the verdict as possibly more or less 
influenced by a class bias. Such a difficulty 
seemed to be felt not only in the Nudder 
Sessions Court, but also in the Consular Courts 
of China and Japan." 

He went on to write — 

*' On the other hand, I have a strong opinion, 
which is, I think, fully borne out by the rapers 
now before us, that if provision be made for 
exceptional cases, the use of juries is most 
valuable, both to improve and popularise the 
Administration of justice, and as a means of 
socially and politically raising and educating 
the people. The experience which we have of 
the system in Bengal seems undoubtedly to 
show that it has succeeded beyond the most 
sanguine expectations. Therefore, I think that 
the proper remedy for the very few cxce))tioual 
cases of wilful miscarriage which have oc- 
curred is to provide a special remedy for such 
cases, not to destroy or suspend the whole 
system either in all districts or in any district." 

With regard to wilful miscarriage by 
juries, an English Judge told him a little 
time ago he hml tried a case with a jury, 
at Allahabad, and that though the guilt 
of the prisoner was very clear the jury 
acquitted him. Some time after he met 
the foreman of that jury and asked him 
how they came to acquit that prisoner, 
«nd the answer was, " Because he was so 
badly defended." This case, however. 

Lord Stanley of Alderley 



would not tell for the Bengal Government, 
since all these jurors were English- 
men. The late Sir Rivers Thompson, 
Lieutenant Governor of Bengal, has also 
left behind him a strong opinion in favour 
of juries. After observing that juries 
sometimes regarded themselves as Judges 
rather than as a jury empannelled to give 
a verdict upon the evidence, he wrote — 

" The tenour of the above remarks will point, 
however, to one very favourable feature as re- 
gards the conduct of juries, and that is, that 
whatever liability to error there may be from 
their ignorance of their proper functions as 
jurors, the ynW and desire to do right and 
justice are very manifestly present. I can 
confirm this from my actual experience of the 
trials which have come before me. They are 
attentive throughout the trial to the whole 
proceedings ; they deliberate most carefully 
when they have retired to consider their 
verdict, and have shown in many instances 
where points of law were involved, and they 
had, therefore, to dej)end entirely upon the 
directions of the Court, their anxiety not to be 
led into error by further applications for infor- 
mation on iK)int8 of doubt and difficulty. I 
cannot, therefore, but express my satisfaction 
with the working of the system in the past 
year. The presence of a jury in criminal trials 
has been of essential assistance to myself, and I 
am convinced is regarded by the natives them- 
selves as a safeguard against errors of judgment, 
and a guarantee that all the details in a case 
will be fully understood before any conclusion 
is formed. Whatever confidence a native may 
have in the strict and unswerving impartiality  
of the £uro}>ean Judge, I am not satisfie^l that 
he ever places the same reliance in his power to 
comprehend all the intricate details which are 
involved in a ilifiicult case, where only natives 
are concerne<l ; and it is just in these cases, 
especially where questions of caste and ques- 
tions involving family disputes and native 
social life and manners are constantly arising, 
that a jury taken from the body of the com- 
munity and intimately acquaintetl with the 
onlinary transactions of native life, are in the 
best i)osition for giving most material assistance 
to the Court. I should be very sorry, therefore, 
if upon any considerations l>asc<l upon less 
favourable Returns from other districts, it should 
Ijc necessary to propose the general abolition of 
the system of trial by jury. I feel sure it will 
be a retrograde measure. . . . We shall 
find that the diffusion of the knowlc<lge of the 
laws, in the practical administration of which 
they take so resjionsible a part, will produce a 
more intelligent attachment on the part of the 
natives to the Government under which they 
live." 

It had been conceded on all hands that, 
whatever fitness there might be among 
the natives of India for the higher ad- 
ministrative posts, there were undoubtedly 
great numbers of them, and especially of 
Bengalis, who had filled judicial offices 
to the satisfaction of the Government ; 
and if they were fitted for the high 
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office of Judge, why should they not, 
educated as they were, be fit for the office 
of jurors ? There was another political 
reason which told against the action of 
the Bengal Government. It was said 
that about the same time that trial by 
jury was abolished in Bengal, the 
Emperor of Russia was also abolishing 
jury trials in Russia. It was an 
unfortunate coincidence that the Lieu- 
tenant Governor of Bengal had done 
that which might lead people in India to 
say that the Government of Russia was 
no worse than the Government of 
Bengal, or that the Government of 
Bengal was as bad as that of Russia, 
or to paraphrase the comparison made in 
Jamaica, and to say the Emperor of 
Russia and the Lieutenant Governor of 
Bengal are very much alike, especially 
the Lieutenant Governor of Bengal. 
With regard to the statistics published in 
Bengal with the object of showing the 
failure of trial by jury, they showed a 
very small number of failureis. They 
showed that in five years 1,489 cases 
were tried with the assistance of juries, of 
which 698 came under heads now with- 
drawn from juries. Out of these the Judge 
recorded his dissent from the verdict in 
97 cases, or 13*8 per cent. In 62 cases, 
or 8*8 per cent., he referred the verdict to 
the High Court, under Section 307 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code ; and in 34 cases, 
or 4*8 per cent., that Court revised or 
modified the finding of the jury. In 
the case of 791 cases which would still 
be triable by jury, the Judge differed only 
in 7*7 per cent, and referred only 4*1 per 
cent., while the High Court interfered 
with the verdict only in 13 cases, or 1*6 
per cent., so that the practice of the 
Indian juries, or their acquittals, never 
approached the number of guilty men 
that it was proverbially said in England 
had better escape rather than that one 
innocent man should be condemned. 
Moreover, the percentage of convictions 
was much the same, whether the cases 
were tried with or without juries — in 
both cases about 65 per cent. Since the 
great meeting at Calcutta there appeared 
to be no doubt whether British-born 
subjects would or would not suffer by 
this notification and lose their right of 
trial' by jury, though it had been 
asserted that Act 3 of 1884 placed them 
exactly in the same position as the 
natives. If they lost trial by jury they 



would not like it, and as they retained it 
a wholesome check upon the administra- 
tion of justice by civilian Judges would 
be lost. The opinion of counsel had been 
published to the effect that the subjects 
of European countries, such as France 
and Germany, and the citizens of the 
United States of America, would no 
longer be able to claim a jury. This 
opened a vista of future complications 
with those Governments. In conclusion, 
he must assume that the Secretary of 
State had not, and would not, sanction the 
retrograde step taken by the Bengal 
Government, which would be so opposed 
to his own principles and to those of his 
colleagues, and that he could not be 
guilty of the inconsistency which such 
sanction would involve after his noble 
Friend had advocated the admission of 
some mode of election for the Legisla- 
tive Councils of India, when that Act 
was before the House. He would not 
detain their Lordships by referring in 
detail to his noble Friend's speech on 
March 6th, 1890, and he thanked them 
for the patient hearing they had given 
him. 

The LORD PRESIDENT of the 
COUNCIL AND SECRETARY op 
STATE FOR INDIA (The Earl of 
Kimbekley) : The Orders referred to 
were issued by the Lieutenant Gover- 
nor of Bengal, under powers vested 
in him by the Indian Criminal Code. 
They apply to subjects of European 
countries not being British subjects 
and to Americans. I am in communica- 
tion with the Government of India upon 
the matter, and at their request I am 
waiting for a Despatch from them (which 
is on its way) before coming to a decision 
on the subject. My noble Friend has 
made a very interesting speech upon a 
subject of very great importance ; but, in 
the circumstances I have explained, I am 
sure he will forgive me for not following 
him, because it would be extremely 
inconvenient that I should enter into 
the question at the present moment. 

SWAZILAND. 

QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 

The Earl of ONSLOW (in the 
absence of the Earl of B elm ore) asked 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
when he expected to be able, without 
public inconvenience, to lay upon the 
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Table anj Papers relating to the affairs 
of Swaziland ? 

•The secretary of STATE for 
THE COLONIES (The Marquess of 
Ripon) : My Lords, the last Papers 
relating to Swaziland which were laid 
before Parliament related to the occur- 
rences of 1890, and they concluded at 
the time of the ratification of a Con- 
Tcntion made in that year between 
Her Majesty's Government and the 
Government of the South African 
Republic. At the time of the contu- 
sion of that Convention an undertaking 
was come to with the Government of the 
South African Republic, that at a period 
which is now rapidly approaching the 
British Government would be willing to 
receive from the South African Republic 
any representations which they might 
desire to make with respect to the 
administration of Swaziland, and to give 
them fair and considerate attention. 
That time being now approaching, Her 
Majesty's Government had felt it right, 
in fulfilment of the undertaking given by 
their predecessors, to empower the 
Governor of the Cape (Sir Henry Loch), 
if it should still be the desire, as I have 
every reason to believe it will l)e, of the 
Government of the South African Re- 
public, to make representations to the 
Governor of the Cape upon this subject, 
to enter into communication with the 
President of that Republic. Under 
those circumstances, your Lordships will 
at once see that it would l>e impossible 
for me with propriety, on tlie near 
approach of negotiations with another 
Government, to lay before your Lord- 
ships the instructions which have been 
given to Sir Henry Loch for the conduct 
of those negotiations. Obviously that 
would be a course which would 
be likely to render those negotiations 
fruitless, or at all events much more 
difficult than they would otherwise be. 
Therefore, my Lords, I cannot under- 
take at present to lay those instructions 
upon the Table, but I have considered 
whether it would be in my power 
with propriety, as I am very anxious to 
give Parliament any information I can, 
to produce any Papers between the last 
Papers which were laid upon the Table 
between 1890 ami tlie present time ; but, 
my Lords, having carefully examined the 
matter, it appears to mo that all that is 
material in those Papers is so intimately 

The Earl of Onslow 



connected with the negotiations which 
Sir Henry Loch is about to undertake, 
that it would not be desirable, and would 
place him in a less advantageous position 
than he would otherwise be in, if any of 
those Papers were at present to be laid 
before Parliament. Under those circum- 
stances, I do not think that it is advisable 
that I should lay any Papers before the 
House. 

Lord KNUTSFORD : I quite con- 
cur in what the noble Marquess has 
said, but I assume the House mav trust 
to him to lay the Papers on the Table 
as soon as the opportunity presents itself 
consistently with the public interest. 

The Marquess of RIPON : Cer- 
tainly ; that will be my earnest wish. 

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE. 

The Earl of MORLEY (Ciiair- 

MAN OF Committees) moved the 
appointment of a Committee to select 
and propose to the House tiie names of the 
Five Lords to form a Select Committee 
for the consideration of each opposed 
Private Bill (Committee of Selection) ; 
and also that the Lords followinc: with 
the Chairman of Committees, be named of 
the Committee : — 

B. Lathom. L. Col vi lie of Culross. 

V. Oxenbridgc. L. Kensington. 

The Earl of MORLEY moved the 
appointment of the Standing Orders 
Committee ; and also that the Lords 
following, with the Chairman of Com- 
mittees, be named of the Committee : — 



M. Bath. 

E. Winch ib)ca and 

Nottingham. 
K. Lauilenlale. 
B. Linrlsav. 
E. Waldegravc. 
E. Cailogan. 
E. Helmorc. 
E. Harrowby. 
E. AmherHt. 
E. CannKjnlown. 
E. Wharncliffe. 
E. Lathom. 
E. lie Moiitalt. 
V. Siilmouth. 
V. Oonlon. 

(A'. AhrrdrrH.) 
V. Hanlingc. 
V. Oxenbri<lge. 
L. Tarrington. 

(^L. f Vui m ht'tla in .) 
L. de Kos. 
L. Clinton. 
L. Zouche of Haryn 

worth, 
li. Halfour of Burley. 



cr. 



L. Boyle. 

(A*. Cork and Orrery.') 

L. Thurlow. 

L. Fox ford. 

(A'. Linirrirk.') 
L. Colcho8ter. 
L. Wigan. 

(A\ Crawford and 
Jialrarrt'tt.) 
L. Pol ti more. 
h. Sudeley. 
L. Belper. 

L. Brougham andVaux. 
L. Houghton. 
L. Hartismere. 

(A. J/funlker.") 
L. Santlhurtit. 
h. Fermanagh. 

(A. AVwr.) 
L. Monk- Bret ton. 
L. Sutlley. 

(A. Arran,) 
L. Xorthington. 

(A. Jlrnlry.^ 
li. Colville of Culross, 
L. Kensington. 
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The Earl of MORLEY moved the 
appoiutment of Select Committee on 
the House of Lords Offices ; aud also 
that the Lords following, with the 
Lord Chancellor, the Lord President, 
aud the Chairman of Committees, be 
named of the Committee : — 



D. Richmond. 
D. Saint Albans. 

D. Devonshire. 
M. Breadalbane. 

(Z. Steward,) 
M. Salisbury. 
M. Bath. 
M. Ripon. 

E. W^ldegrave. 

£. Mount Edgcumbe. 

E. Belmore. 

E. Harrow by. 

E. Bra<lf jrd. 

E. Campenlown 

£. Straffoixl. 

S. Lathom. 



E. (le Montalt. 
E. Cranbrook. 
E. Ancaster. 
V. Hanlinge. 
V. Oxenbridge. 
V. Cross. 
L. Boyle. 

( E, Cork and Orrery.) 
li. Foxford- 

{E. Limerick.) 
L. Colchester. 
L. Ker. 

(J/. lAtthian.) 
L. Rowton. 
L. Colville of Culross. 



The Earl of MORLEY moved That 
a Standing Committee he appointed for 
the consideration of such Public Bills as 
may be committed to it by the House. 

The Earl of MORLEY moved the 
appointment of the Committee of Selec- 
tion for the Standing Committee ; and 
also that the Lords following, with 
the Chairman of Committees, be named 
of the Committee : — 



E. Cow])er. 
E. Stanho|)e. 
E. Cadogan. 
V. Oxcnbridge. 
L. Balfour. 



L. Foxford. 

(A\ Uineriek,') 
L. Colville of Culross. 
L. Kensington. 



JUSTICES OF THE PEACE QU ALIFICATIOX 

AMENDMENT BILL [lI.L.] 

A Bill to amend the law with respect to the 
qualification of justices of the peace — Was 
presented by the Duke of St. Albans ; read 1* ; 
and to be printed. (No. 5.) 

public authorities protection bill 

[h.l.] 

A Bill to generalise and amend certain statu- 
tory provisions for the protection of persons 
acting in the execution of statutory and other 
public duties— Was presented by the Lonl 
Chancellor ; read V ; and to be printed. 
<No. 6.) 

BILLS OF SALE BILL [h.L.] 

A Bill to amend and consolidate the law 
relating to bills of sale— Was picsente*! by the 
Lonl ("hancellor ; read !• ; and to be printed. 
(No. 7.) 



SALE OF GOODS BILL [h.L.] 

A Bill for codifying the law relating to the 
sale of goods—Was presented by the Lord 
Chancellor ; reaxl 1* ; and to be printed. 
(No. 8.) 

STATUTE LAW REVISION (no. 1) BILL 

[h.L.] 

A Bill for further promoting the revision of 
the Statute Law by repealing enactments which 
have ceased to be jn force or have become 
unnecessary — Was presented by the Lord 
Chancellor ; read 1* ; and to be printed. 
(No. 9.) 

House adjourned at five minutes 

past Five o'clock, till To-morrow, 

a quarter past Ten o'clock. 



HOUSE OF COMMONS 
Monday^ 6th February 1893. 



Q UE S r I N S . 



OPIUM IN BRITISH NORTH BORNEO. 

Mr. CAINE (Bradford, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Louder Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if it is true that the 
import of opium into the territory ad- 
ministered by the British North Borneo 
Company has increasetl in value from 
19,289 dollars in 1885 to 61,293 dollars 
in 1 890 ; that in the same period the 
import of spirits has increase<l from 
14,478 dollars to 100,436 dollars; that 
the proportion of Europeans to Asiatics 
is in the proportion of 245 to 120,000; 
if so, what action does the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs propose to take 
to protect the Asiatic populations in this 
territory from demoralisation by these 
increasing imports of narcotics and in- 
toxicants ; and will he lay upon the 
Table of the House the Proclamation of 
the Company, No. 1, of 1891, restricting 
the sale of blmng ? 
•The UNDER SECRETARY op 
STATE FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Sir E. Grey, Northumberland, Berwick- 
on-Tweed) : The figures are correctly 
stated in the question. I am informed, 
however, that the general imports (ex- 
cluding opium and spirits) have also 
risen from 61 4,55 h dollars to 1,856,360 
dollars, and that the rise in opium and 
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spirits is due, not to anj increased con- 
sumption bj the natives, but to the fact 
that the Chinese population has grown 
from 2,000 in 1885 to 7,156 in 1890. 
The sale of opium and spirits is regulated 
in the Company's territory, on the same 
lines as in the Crown Colonies of Singa- 
pore and Hong Kong, and under the 
circumstances there does not seem to be 
any ground for interference on the part 
of the Secretary of State. I shall be 
happy to show the hon. Member a copy 
of the Proclamation as to the sale of 
bhang. 

HOOK-SWINGING IN MADRAS. 

Mr. CAINE : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for India if any 
steps have been taken by the Govern- 
ment of Madras to suppress the recent 
revival of public self-torture by religious 
enthusiasts ; especially that of the hook- 
swinging festival which has recently 
been established at Sholovaudan, and 
which actually took place there 9th 
June, 1892 ; if he is aware that a full 
account of this festival appeared in the 
Madura Mail oi 11th June, j 1892 ; and 
whether it is true, as stated in that re- 
port, that Surgeon Major F. C. Reeves 
was at Sholovandan to examine one 
Chinaman, the person who was to 
undergo the hook-swinging, with a view 
to pronouncing him physically fit for the 
purpose ; is Surgeon Major Reeves in 
the service of the Indian Government ; 
and is it usual for Government servants 
to assist at such ceremonies ? 

•The under SECRETARY of 
STATE FOR INDIA (Mr. George 
Russell, North Beds.) : The Go- 
vernment of Madras, while strongly 
disapproving of the practice of hook- 
swinging, have not thought it expedient 
to prohibit it, but they have for many 
years pursued with success the policy of 
discouraging it. The recent revival of 
the practice in the district of Madura has 
engaged the attention of the Secretary of 
State, and the Governments of India and 
Madras, with whom Ihe subject is now 
under consideration. (2.) The Secretary 
x>f State has not seen the report in the 
Madura Mail, and has no information 
as to the alleged action of Surgeon Major 
Reeves, but he will make inquiry on the 
subject. (3.) Surgeon Major Reeves is 
in the service of the Government of 
Jndia. (4.) The Secretary of State has 

Sir E. Grey 



no reason to suppose that Government 
servants are present on such occasions^ 
unless with the object of maintaining 
order and securing compliance with the 
law. 

THE CLERICAli ESTABLISHMENT AT 
THE WAR OFFICE. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I W 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that during the last 16 years no 
promotion has been made from the Second 
to the First Division of the Clerical 
Establishment of the War Office ;* and 
whether, having regard to the recom- 
mendations contained in paragraphs 11 
and 118 of the second Report of the 
Ridley Commission, and to tlie presence 
of some 170 Second Division Clerks who 
are eligible for such promotion, under 
the conditions of their service, provision 
can now be made for filling vacancies in 
the First Division by promotion from the 
Second Division, instead of by direct 
appointment outside the service ? 

•The secretary of STATE for 
WAR (Mr. Campbell -Banxerman, 
Stirling Burghs) : Yes, Sir ; my atten- 
tion has been drawn to the fact stated in 
the first paragraph of the hon. Member's 
question, and I have given careful con- 
sideration to the position of the Second 
Division clerks in the War Office. I 
think the hon. Member is mistaken in the 
inference he appears to draw from para- 
graphs 11 and 118 of the Commissioners'' 
Report, and he will find an opinion 
plainly expressed by them in paragraphs 
53 and 54, which is directly opposed to 
that inference. The present condition of 
the War Office establishment is, I fear,, 
not favourable to any immediate prospect 
of special selections from the Second 
Division for appointment to the First. 
The number of First Division clerks is 
still largely in excess of our requirements* 
That excess is in course of reduction^ 
and the only addition that can be justi* 
fied at present is the occasional introduc- 
tion by open competition into the First 
Division of one or two younger men, in- 
order to secure among its members the* 
gradation of age which is necessary for 
the efficiency of such a body. 

Mr. A. O'CONNOR (Donegal, E.) r 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether there are not several clerks ii» 
the Second Class at the War Office vh* 
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have already been recommended by their 
superior officers for promotion to the 
First Division ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 

I am not aware of that fact, but 

I believe there are some who are 

qualified for the duties that might 
be entrusted to them. I have, 
however, explained the reasons why, in 
the present condition of the War Office, 
it is practically impossible for us to exer- 
cise that power of exceptional selection 
which the>Commissioners recommend shall 
be occasionally exercised. 

CLARE COUNTY INFIRMARY. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 

E.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 

the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 

the Government will give facilities for 
the passing of an Act to place the Clare 
County Infirmary under popular control, 
in the same way as " The Galway Hos- 
pital Act, 1892," placed the Galway 
Infirmary under the control of an elected 
Board.? 

The chief SECRETARY for 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Morley, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne) : The case of the Galway 
Infirmary was exceptional. A deadlock 
had arisen, and the infirmary was prac- 
tically dying out. This necessitated the 
exceptional legislation referred to. No 
such exceptional circumstances exist in 
the case of the Clare Infirmary, and 
it would not, therefore, be practicable 
to consider its case apart from the other 
infirmaries in Ireland. 

CROWN AND SESSIONAL CROWN SOLI- 
CITORS IN IRELAND. 

Captain M*CALM0NT (Antrim, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, act- 
ing on the Report of a Committee in 
1883, it was decided that, as opportunity 
ofiered, the offices of Crown and Sessional 
Crown Solicitor in Ireland should be 
amalgamated, and whether the then Law 
Officers of the Crown drew up rules for 
such amalgamation ; whether the rules 
have been strictly adhered to since ; why 
these rules have been departed from on 
the death of the late Sessional Crown 
Solicitor for Antrim ; and what extra 
expense is incurred by the departure from 
the rules ? 



Colonel WARING (Down, N.) : I 
may also at the same time ask the Chief 
Secretary if he will explain why, althougb 
in consequence of the Report of a Com- 
mittee in 1883 it was resolved that, as 
vacancies occurred, the offices of Crown* 
Solicitor and Sessional Crown Solicitor 
should be amalgamated, and rules were 
then drawn up to carry out such 
arrangement which have been (except 
in the recent case of the county of 
Antrim) observed ever since, the prac- 
tice has been departed from on the 
occurrence of the late vacancy in the 
King's County, when Mr. Thomas- 
Mitchell, Sessional Crown Solicitor, was- 
passed over and a fresh appointment 
made to the superior office ; were there any,, 
and what, objections to Mr, Mitchell ;, 
and what additional expense will be in- 
volved by this fresh departure ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY [The reply of the 
right hon. Gentleman was inaudible in 
the Reporters' Gallery.] 

Captain M'CALMONT : May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether a rule 
was not laid down in 1883, by whichy 
when the Crown or Sessional Crown 
Solicitor was over 65 years of age, it was- 
directed the amalgamation of the offices- 
should not take place ? 

An hon. Member : And was not that 
recommendation followed by a Treasury 
Minute ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I will inquire. 

Captain M'CALMONT : May I ask 
if the gentleman appointed for the County 
Antrim is the person who acted as 
election agent for the hon. Member for 
Kerry ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I really do not 
know 

Mr. sexton (Kerry, N.) : I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman if I 
interfered in any way with this appoint- 
ment ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The hon. Member 
certainly did not interfere. 

An hon. Member : In connection with 
this matter, may I ask if the right hon.. 
Gentleman is aware that the former 
solicitor who occupied the office of Crown 
Solicitor for Antrim is 71 years of age^ 
and that he was consequently over the age, 
and that made it impossible to amalgamate 
the two offices ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : May I appeal to you, 
Mr. Speaker, whether notice ought not to 
be given of these questions ? 
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Mr. SPEAKER: I must say that 
most of the supplementary questiDna put 
ou-thia matter ought to have been given 
notice of. 

ANTRIM DISTRICT LUNATIC ASYLDM. 

CAfTAix M'CALMONT : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieuteuatit of Ireland how long Mr. A. 
Hamill has been a Governor of the 
District LuDatic Asylum for Autrim ; 
how many meetings of the Board have 
there been in the last tliree years ; how 
many of these meetings has Mr. Hamill 
attended ; and wliat was the reason for 
his recent removal from the Board ? 

Mh. J. MORLEV : The gentleman 
referreil to was not appointed by the 
Lord Lieutenant to be a Governor of 
Antrim Asylum for 1893 by reason of 
personal considerations, but on tiie 
general grounds on which His Excellency 
acted in constituting the Asylum Boards 
for 1893. which I have a'lrcadj fnllv 
e:tplained to the Hoiwe. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S ) 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say 
whether the gentleman named » as 
passed over liecaitsc he nas a Unionist, 
although he wa^ also a Roman Catholic ^ 

Mi{. SEXTON : Was the gentleman 
named recommended by other local 
bodies? 

Mr. speaker : Order, order ! 
Tliese are supplemental questions of 
which notice ought to l>e given. 
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course of a few days, to introduce a Bill 
to give effect to the unanimous recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commisaion. 

NAVAL PENSIONS. 
Mr. BOUSFIELD {Hackney, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the AdmU 
rally whether, in or about the year 1855, 
a Proclamation was issued stating in 
effect that all five years' men who volun- 
teered for 10 years woidd l>ecome en- 
tilled under certain conditions to a 
pension of 6tl. per day ; whether he 
can lay upon the Table of the House a 
Copy of such Proclamation ; and whether 
the terms of such Proclamarion, an to 
grant of pensions, have been ailhered to 
by the Admiralty in all cases ; and, if 
uot, on what principle have pensions 
been refused to those entitled to them 
under the terms of the Proclamation ? 

•The civil LORD of the 
ADMIRALTY (Mr. E. Ki>bertso\, 
Dundee) : No such Proclamation can be 
traced, but the hon. and learned Member 
perhaps refers to a Fleet Circular of June 
14, 18a3, in which a passage occurs that 
tlie Admiralty reserve to themselves a 
discretionary power of awarding pensions 
of 6d. a day after 10 years' service, to 
all meu in or who may hereafter enter 
the Navy, whenever their Lordships may 
think proper to do so. This discre- 
tionary power has been very rarely exer- 

RICHMOND PARK. 
Sin RICHARD TEMPLE (Surrey, 
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will be a very good arrangement, and as 
soon as the road is open Clarence Gate 
will be opened. 

CATHOLIC SOLDIERS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state the 
number of Catholic soldiers in Ireland ; 
the number of Catholic teachers in Army 
schools in that country ; the number of 
Catholic children in Army schools in 
Ireland ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Returns show that, including the men 
on the permanent staff of the Militia, 
there are 7,000 Catholic soldiers in Ire- 
land. As far as is known, there are five 
schoolmasters, 10 schoolmistresses, and 
15 pupil teachers and monitresses teach- 
ing in the Army schools in Ireland who 
are Catholics. The religious persuasion 
of assistant teachers and soldier assistants 
is not known ; some, however, of the latter 
are specially selected as being Catholics. 
The number of Catholic children attend- 
ing the schools is not known. 

KILRUSH WORKING MEN'S CLCB. 
Mr. DANE (Fermanagh, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a report con- 
tained in The Times ot the 12th Januarv, 
1893, of a resolution passed at the 
Kilrush Working Men's Club (the Rev. 
Father Scanlan presiding), protesting 
against the way in which the police force 
of that town has been managed for some 
time, and the consequent increase of riots 
and outrages ; and whether any, and what, 
steps have been taken to put an end to 
this state of affairs ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY: My attention was 

♦Irawn to the resolution referred to some 

l;iys previously to the newspaper report 

' Mtioned in the question, and adequate 

'i«'o has been taken of the conduct of 
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exonerated him from blame in connection 
with the occurrences, has been transferred 
to another station. 

PLEURO-PNBUMONIA. 

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether several 
cases of pleuro-pneumonia have been 
detected amongst animals landed from 
the United States of America in this 
country since the month of July ; and if 
he can state the total number of animals 
which were slaughtered by order of the 
Board of Agricultiu*e in connection with 
the imports of Canadian cattle, amongst 
whom pleuro-pneumonia was discovered 
in October last, the number of different 
places, and the localities at which the 
slaughter was effected, and the amount 
paid in compensation ? 

•Mr. LENG .(Dundee) : At the same 
time, I will ask the'right hon. Gentleman 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the serious injury which will be in- 
flicted on the agriculturists in several 
large districts in Scotland if the importa- 
tion of cattle for feeding purposes from 
Canada should be prohibited during the 
coming season ; whether he has received 
any representations from the Dominion 
Government as to the non-existence of 
pleuro-pneumonia in Canadian cattle ; 
and whether he can yet indicate what 
course the Board of Agriculture is likely 
to take on the subject ? I may also ask 
him in how many of the Canadian cattle 
slaughtered in Scotland pleuro-pneumonia 
was detected ; and whether the right 
hon. Gentleman is aware that eminent 
veterinary surgeons were divided in 
opinion, and that some asserted that such 
animals were not affected by that disease 
but by another which was not contagious? 
The president of the 
BOARD OF AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. H. Gardner, Essex, Saffron 
Walden) : In reply to the first para- 
graph of the question of the right 
hon. Gentleman, I have to say that since 
July last 41 cases of pleuro-pneumonia, 
forming part of 18 different cargoes, have 
been discovered amongst cattle imported 
from the United States. With regard 
to Canada, the number of cattle slaugh- 
tered by order of the Board of Agri- 
culture, in consequence of the discovery of 
pleuro-pneumonia amongst two cargoes 
imported from Montreal in October last. 
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was 1,394. These cattle had been traced 
to 79 different places in the Counties of 
Aberdeen, Banff, Elgin, Fife, Forfar, 
Kincardine, Perth and Ross. The amount 
paid in compensation was £18,130, but 
against this must be set a sum of 
£8,664 received for the carcases, &c. 
Four diseased animals in all were dis- 
covered amongst those imported, a fifth 
being a home-bred animal, which had been 
in contact with one of the beasts brought 
from Canada. Doubts were expressed by 
veterinarians and others in Scotland as to 
whether the disease detected was con- 
tagious pleuro-pneumonia, but the verdict 
pronounced by my own professional 
advisers was unanimous and unhesitating. 
Immediately upon the discovery of the 
diseased animals inquiries were instituted 
by the Canadian Government, and I was 
assured that after the most exhaustive 
examinatiori in every part of the country 
not a single case of pleuro-pneumonia 
was found to exist. I could not, how- 
ever, resist the conclusion — ^although I 
confess I arrived at it with the greatest 
regret and reluctance — that the arrival of 
the diseased animals indicated either the 
existence of some centre of disease in 
Canada unknown to the authorities there, 
or some deficiency in the law relating to 
the importation of cattle into the 
Dominion, add this being so, I had no 
alternative under the Statute but to with- 
draw the privilege of free entry. I am 
aware of the strong desire felt in some 
districts of Scotland that the privilege 
should be restored, and I should be very 
glad to find myself able to give effect to 
those wishes. I cannot say, however, 
that there is as yet any such material 
alteration in the position as would justify 
me in doing so, but I shall give my most 
attentive consideration to any further 
representations on the subject which may 
reach me, either from the Canadian 
Government or elsewhere. 

POLICE VOTES. 

Mk. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that at several of the older police 
stations in the Metropolis the sleeping 
dormitories are not divided into compart- 
ments, and that the constables occupying 
them were, at the last Registration 
Courts, struck off the Register of Voters, 
and thereby disfranchised ; and whe- 

Mr, H. Gardner 



ther he will take steps to remedy this for 
the convenience of the men, and also for 
enabling them to exercise the franchise 
to which they are entitled ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : It is a fact that at 
the older police stations, which include 
some of the most important in the 
Metropolis, the dormitories are not 
divided into compartments. I am not 
aware to what extent the claims of con- 
stables to vote have been disallowed on 
this ground ; but I am informed that the 
Revising Barrister at Hammersmith 
allowed the claims of 35 policemen^ 
who slept in common rooms at the 
Hammersmith station-house, to be put on. 
the Register in respect of a £10 occupa- 
tion qualification. In all the new 
stations the men have separate cubicles^ 
and the same arrangement is adopted in 
the older ones as they are from time te 
time rebuilt. But I cannot sanction the 
expenditure of public money in the 
making of structural alterations, which 
are not needed for reasons of administra- 
tive convenience or efficiency, for the 
sole purpose of increasing the number of 
Parliamentary voters. 

ADVERTISING IN UNIFORM. 

Mr. WEBSTER : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether hia 
attention has been called to the fact that 
a custom has recently sprung up for men^ 
in the employ of atlvertising firms, to 
parade in streets wearing the uniform of 
the various branches of Her Majesty'* 
Army ; and whether steps can be taken 
to prevent this form of advertising ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
We have no power to prevent civilians 
from dressing in travesties of military 
uniforms, but precautions are taken that 
disused Army uniforms shall not be worn. 
The contractors to whom disused Army 
clothing is sold are bound by their con- 
tracts not to resell it in the United 
Kingdom, unless so altered as no longer 
to be recognisable. 

Mr. WEBSTER : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in consequence of 
men being seen parading the streets of 
London in French military uniforms, the 
French Ambassador protested, and that 
in consequence the practice of degrading 
French uniforms was discontinued. Will 
not the right hon. Gentleman interfere in 
a like manner to protect English 
uniforms ? 
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Mr. HANBURY (Preston) : Are the 
contractors under penalties for infringe- 
ment of the contracts in this respect ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I must ask for notice of that question. 
I was not aware of any protest as to the 
French uniforms, but I may remind the 
hon. Member that I am only responsible 
for British uniforms. 

SCHOOL FEES IN IRELAND. 

Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College 
Green) : I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the loss of income 
sustained by the national teachers of 
Ireland, owing to the abolition of school 
fees, it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to so increase the capitation grant 
as to make good the loss in income of 
which the teachers complain ? 

MR.J.MORLEY :The Irish Education 
Act of 1892 provides £210,000 a year as 
A school grant, payable on the condition 
that in schools where the average rate of 
school fees received in the year 1891 
was not in excess of 6s. per pupil in 
average attendance school fees shall be 
abolished. In any school, however, 
that had an average rate of school fees 
An excess of 6s. fees may still be charged, 
in so far that the average rate shall not 
in future be greater than the excess in 
1891 over the 68. per pupil. The total 
school fees, including the excess rate, 
received by the teachers in 1891 was 
£98,000, and in view of the amount of 
the school grant, which not only com- 
pensates for that possible loss, but adds 
£112,000, it is not possible to understand 
the reference in the question to loss of 
income. The capitation grant is only 
one of the forms in which under the 
Act the school grant is payable to each 
teacher. 

THE IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS' 
PENSION FUND. 

Dr. KENNY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether there is any truth in 
the rumours that a deficiency has been 
found to exist in the Pension Fund ol 
the national teachers of Ireland ; if so, 
what is the amount of said deficiency, 
.und how has it arisen ; and whether the 
Government intend to make provision to 
meet it ? 



The secretary to the TREA- 
SURY (Sir J. T. Hibbert, Oldham) : 
Perhaps my hon. Friend will allow me 
to answer the question.- The Report of 
the actuaries upon the Pension Fund of 
the national teachers in Ireland has been 
recently received and is under the con- 
sideration of the Treasury. When a de- 
cision is arrived at we shall be pre- 
pared to communicate it to the House. 

Dr. KENNY : Will the Report 
state how the deficiency has arisen ? 

Sir J. T. HIBBERT : Yes ; it will 
go into that fully. 

ALLEGED SCHOOL BOYCOTTING AT 
NEWMARKET-ON-FERGUS. 

•Mr. DANE : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the statement made by The 
Times Irish correspondent in the issue 
of that newspaper of the 2nd instant, 
that the national school at Newmarket-on- 
Fergus is at present being boycotted, 
owing to the refusal of the teacher to 
expel the son of an evicted farm care- 
taker ; that the children attending the 
school, to the number of 90, left in a 
body, and that their parents have in- 
timated their intention of not allowing 
them to return until the caretaker^s son 
has been expelled ; and, if such report 
be accurate, what steps Her Majesty^s 
Government intend taking in the 
matter ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The school re- 
ferred to is not at present boycotted, 
although I am informed by the con- 
stabulary that on the 24th and 25th ult. 
the pupils, or nearly all of them, with- 
drew from the school because of the 
attendance of the children of a caretaker, 
who, however, were not expelled from it. 

MOMBASA-VICTORIA RAILWAY. 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Penrith) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether all the Reports from Captain 
Macdonald, R.E., relating to the survey 
of the Mombasa-Victoria Railway, have 
now been received at the Foreign Office ; 
and whether they will be included 
amongst the Papers relating to Uganda 
which are to be laid upon the Table ; 
and, if not, whether it would be possible 
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to preseDt all Captain Macdonald^s Re- 
ports upon the railway survey together 
in one Blue Book ? 

•The under SECRETARY of 
STATE FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Sir E. Grey, Northumberland, Ber- 
wick) : The latest Report, which is the 
only one not yet presented to Parliament, 
is included in the Papers distributed to- 
day. 

KERCKHOVEN'S EXPEDITION. 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is in a 
position to give any information with 
respect to the expedition of the Congo 
Free State, under Lieutenant Van der 
Kerckhoven, which was reported to have 
entered the British sphere of influence in 
the neighbourhood of Wadelai ; and 
whether the expedition still remains 
within the limits of the British sphere of 
influence, or whether it has returned ? 

•Sir E. grey : We have been unable 
to obtain any reliable information as to 
the nature, objects, or results of this ex- 
pedition. We do not know whether it 
ever entered the British sphere, nor, if it 
did so, whether it has advanced or re- 
treated. 

DAUGHTERS OF DECEASED BENGAL 
CIVIL SERVANTS. 

Mr. MACFARLANE (Argyll) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for India if a Memorial has been received 
from the daughters of deceased Bengal 
Civil servants complaining that the 
pensions to which they are entitled of 
£100 a year in England are reduced 
when they reside in India to the equiva- 
lent of about £45, or 720 rupees ; and if 
he can inform the House upon what 
principle and for what reason ladies re- 
siding with relations in India are de- 
prived of more than half the pension 
paid for by their fathers ? 

•Mr. GEORGE RUSSELL: The 
answer to the first question is, Yes. 
In reply to the second question, I 
have to inform the hon. Member that 
under the Rules of the Bengal Civil 
Fund there have been ever since 
1804 two rates of pension for the 
daughters of deceased subscribers — 
namely, 720 rupees for residents in India 
and £100 for residents in Europe. It is 
upon these rates that the subscriptions of 
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deceased members have been calculated ; 
and if either rate were to be raised the 
pensioners would be receiving more than 
has been paid for by their fathers, and 
the excess would have to be provided at 
the cost of the Indian taxpayer. 

Mr. MACFARLANE: In conse- 
quence of the hon. Gentleman's answer, 
I beg to give notice that I shall call 
attention to this matter in Committee. 

SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : I beg 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works 
what has caused the delay in the erection 
of the new buildings for the South 
Kensington Museum, and when it is 
proposed to proceed with their erection ? 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE : The new 
buildings at South Kensington involve a 
very large outlay of money — about 
£400,000 — ^and in view of the many other 
public buildings in progress, which will 
cause a great increase to the Building 
Vote for the next financial year, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has found 
himself unable to include any amount 
for that year for the commencement of 
the South Kensington extensions. 

Mr. WHITMORE: But were not 
designs for the new buildings accepted ? 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE : I believe 
that the plans have been approved 
and are being worked out by the 
architect. 

THE LABOUR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. field (Dublin, St. Patrick's) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade upon what basis it is intended 
to form the proposed Department of 
Labour, and whether workers would be 
adequately represented thereon ; and if it 
will include Ireland ? 

The president of the BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. Mundella, Sheffield, 
Brightside) : The full particulars asketl 
for will be set forth in a Memorandum 
which will be laid on the Table of the 
House. 

CONCILIATION AND ARBITRATION 

BOARDS. 

Mr. field : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Government intend to promote the 
establishment of Conciliation and Arbi- 
tration Boards ; and, if so, is it intended 
to secure some representation of labour 
on those Boards ? 
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Mr. MUNDELLA : The answer to 
both questions is in the affirmatiye. 

Notices already appear on the Paper. 

• 

THB TRANSIT OF IRISH CATTLE. 

Mr. field : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether, in 
view of the many serious and continuous 
complaints respecting the condition of 
live stock caused by cross-Channel transit, 
it is the intention of the Board of Trade 
to inquire into the present system, and 
propose a remedy ? 

•Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, 
Partick) : May I ask whether, seeing 
that it is difficult to ascertain whether 
the injury to these animals occurs in 
Ireland or when at sea, the right hon. 
Gentleman will, in any enquiry, secure 
the co-operation of the Irish Departments 
concerned ? 

Mr. GARDNER : I am aware that 
complaints have at various times been 
made with regard to the arrangements 
for the transit of cattle from Ireland to 
Great Britain, but from the fact that no 
representations have recently reached me 
on the subject I had hoped that some 
improvement had taken place. The 
matter is one of considerable difficulty, 
but so far as lies within our power we 
are taking steps to remedy some of the 
more obvious evils, and I am considering 
whether further legislation on the subject 
is feasible. I need scarcely say that I 
shall be happy to receive and to consider 
any further information on the subject 
with which it may be in the power of 
the hon. Member to supply me. In reply 
to the hon. Member for Partick, if he 
will give notice of his question I will 
endeavour to answer it. 

HOUSING THE WORKING CLASSES AT 

MULLINGAR. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the Irish Board 
of Works have refused a loan to the Mul- 
lingar Town Commissioners for the erec- 
tion of houses for the working classes under 
"The Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890," on the ground that the Com- 
missioners are not an Urban Sanitary 
Authority ; and whether, having regard 
to the fact that Section 99 of said Act 
empowers any Town Commissioners, 
existing for paving, lighting, and cleans- 
ing, to take advantage of the Act, he will 



direct the Board of Works to re-consider 
their decision in the matter ? 

Sir J. T. HIBBERT : I am afraid I 
cannot add anything to the answer given 
by my Predecessor to a similar question 
on the 30th May, 1892, to the effect that 
the Board of Works are advised that they 
have no power to do what is asked. 
It is open to the Commissioners to apply 
to the Local Government Board to be 
constituted an Urban Sanitary Authority, 
under Section 7 of the Public Health 
Act. 

BANKRUPTCY ABUSES. 

Mr. T. H. BOLTON (St. Pancras, 
N.) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention has 
been called to a leading article in the 
Daily Chronicle of the 17th January 
last with reference to certain alleged 
abuses connected with the sale of parcels 
of book debts by Official Receivers in 
Bankruptcy ; and whether he will inquire 
into the matter, with a view to prevent 
such abuses in future ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA: My attention 
has been called to the afticle in question, 
and the matter is having my careful con- 
sideration. I shall be glad to have 
information of any specific instances in 
which it is alleged that undue hardship 
has arisen to debtors from the sale of 
book debts. Meantime, I am considering 
what steps can be taken to prevent the 
power of sale being used oppressively. 

SCHOOL ATTENDANCE. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) : I beg to ask the Vice Pre- 
sident of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether he is aware of the fact 
that children cannot be employed in coal 
mines until they have reached the age of 
12, and that since the Ist of January of 
this year they cannot be employed in 
factories and workshops as half-timers 
until they are 1 1 years of age, but may,, 
according to existing bye-laws, leave 
school at 10 if the requisite- standard is 
passed, and whether the Education De- 
partment propose to take any steps to* 
remedy this state of things ? 

The vice PRESIDENT of the 
COUNCIL (Mr. A. H. Acland,. 
York, W.R., Rotherham) : The facts 
mentioned in the question indicate 
a state of the law as to school attend- 
ance which is far from being satis- 
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factory, and to which attention has been 
•called in many quarters, especially by 
the Trades Union Congress, with whose 
Parliamentary Committee the hon. Mem- 
ber is so closely connected. The law on 
the subject is complicated, and the re- 
medies suggested, now that individval 
examination of standard children is no 
longer the rule, are somewhat various. 
J have already arranged for the appoint- 
ment of a small Committee, with one 
representative from the Home Office, one 
from the Education Department, and one 
from the Labour Department of the 
Board of Trade, which will set out clearly 
the state of facts in its bearing on school 
attendance and child labour, and will also 
report on the exact conditions now in force 
in certain foreign countries which are 
much in advance of us in this matter. 
Their Report will be laid before the 
House. Meantime, in view of the 
Factory Act Clause mentioned in the 
•question, which came into force on 
January Ist last, it would probably be 
well to lay down at ouce that no child 
under 11 shall be totally exempt from 
^school attendance, whatever standard it 
may have passed. This is a very small 
.step in advance ; but as I imagine the 
House would be willing' to take it 
immediately, I shall be prepared to intro- 
•duce a Bill for the purpose. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.) : Will the Report be presented to 
the House ? 

Mr. ACLAND : Yes, Sir. 

NEW LINE TO KYLEAKIN. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether the Government have agreed to 
grant a subsidy to the Highland Railway 
Company towards the cost of extending 
their line from Strome Ferry to Kyleakin ; 
and, if so, whether the grant will be made 
upon the condition that the pier at 
Kyleakin shall not become the private 
property of the Highland Railway Com- 
pany ; upon what conditions generally the 
grant will be made ; and whether, having 
regard to the great need of railway com- 
munication in the West Highlands, the 
Government will make a grant in aid of 
railway extensions to Ullapool and 
Aultbea ? 

The SECRETARY for SCOT- 
LAND (Sir G. Trevelyan, Glasgow, 
.Bridgeton): ThV grant of £45,000 to 
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the Highland Railway Company, towards 
the cost of extending their line from 
Strome Ferry to Kyleakin, has been made 
on the condition that the money shall be 
paid on the line and pier being opened 
for traffic ; and that, whilst the pier will 
be deemed part of the undertaking of the 
company, it will be subject to the pro- 
visions of that company ^s Bill as passed 
by Parliament. I am now in communi- 
cation with the Board of Trade about the 
regulations which should be adopted with 
regard to the pier. The Treasury has 
not sanctioned any other grant in aid 
except that on account of the Kyleakin 
extension and pier. 

IRISH LIGHTS. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin, N.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
what was the amount of the fund accu- 
mulated by the Dublin Ballast Board, 
when the control of that body passed in 
1854 into English hands ; and whether 
the fund referred to, although an Irish 
fund, was appropriated by the Board of 
Trade to the uses of the United Kingdom ; 
and, if so, by virtue of what enactment ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : By an Act of 
1853, the funds and revenues of Trinity 
House, the Commissioners of Northern 
Lighthouses, and the Port of Dublin 
Corporation, were, together with certain 
fees received by the Board of Trade, 
amalgamated and formed into the Mer- 
cantile Marine Fund. The net amount 
contributed to the fund by the Port of 
Dublin Corporation was some £78,924. 
The Mercantile Marine Fund, which is 
only responsible for the maintenance of 
general passing lights, took over the duty 
of completing the construction as well aa 
the maintenance of certain Irish local 
lights. The cost of completing these 
local lights amounted to some £20,000, 
and the net cost of maintenance, after de- 
ducting the dues received, to some £3,780 
a year, 

LABOURERS' COTTAGES IN IRELAND. 
Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the number of 
labourers^ cottages in respect of which 
schemes have been adopted by the Boards 
of Guardians in the various Poor Law 
Unions of the County of Dublin, but 
which have not yet been erected ; the 
dates on which the schemes referred to 
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were respectively adopted ; and the ex- 
planation of the delay that has occurred 
in carrying the schemes into execution ? 
I will also ask the right hon. Gentleman 
at the same time whether his attention 
has heen directed to the delays incident 
to the working of the Labourers' Acts in 
Ireland ; and whether he will take into 
his favourable consideration the pro- 
priety of giving facilities to a measure 
designed to put an end to those delays, 
if introduced by a private Member, or of 
introducing such a measure himself in the 
course of the present Session ? 

Mr. J. MORLE Y : I am informed by 
the Local Government Board that the 
number of cottages referred to is 120, 
and that the schemes were made by the 
Guardians in July and August of last 
year and, in respect of one division of 
the North Dublin Union, so late as 
January last. After the adoption of a 
f^cheme, the Acts] require other pre- 
liminaries to be gone through by the 
the Board of Guardians before the 
scheme, can be submitted for the approval 
of the Local Government Board, e.g,^ 
advertisements have to be published, 
notices served on the owners and occu- 
piers of the lands affected by the 
scheme. All this takes about three 
months. In the case of the Celbridge 
Union, although the scheme was made 
by the Guardians in July last, it has not 
yet been lodged with the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and in other cases in which 
schemes have been received by the Local 
Government Board dates have already 
been fixed for the holding of the neces- 
sary inquiries by their Inspectors. This 
latter observation applies to the schemes 
for Balrothery Union, and for two of the 
divisions of the North Dublin Union. 

Mr. CLANCY : May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether, as these delays 
often extend to a year and a-half or two 
years, he will consider the propriety of 
amending the la^? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The delay more 
often than not is due to the Boards of 
Guardians rather than to the Local Go- 
vernment Board. 

Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin, 
Harbour) : Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man say whether the scheme for the 
North Dublin Union was not adopted by 
the Guardians, whether the occupier of 
the land offered no opposition, and that 
the delay in advertising the scheme is 
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not due to the Local Government Board 
and the Board of Works ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I have not the 
particulars, but I will inquire. 

SWINE FEVER. 

Mr. EDWARD STANLEY (Lanca- 
shire, S.E., West Houghton) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
pleuro-pneumonia has been so successfully 
dealt with and so largely diminished under 
the Act of 1890, he has any intention of 
introducing a Bill to enable the Board of 
Agriculture to deal with swine fever in 
the same manner ? 

Mr. GARDNER : The conditions 
under which swine fever is contracted and 
spread are not identical with those which 
exist in the case of pleuro-pneumonia, 
and any measure for effectively dealing 
therewith would necessarily differ in 
several important respects from the Act 
to which the hon. Member refers. I am, 
however, very anxious to ascertain 
whether any more effective measures can 
be adopted for the prevention and ex- 
tirpation of this disease, and I have 
accordingly arranged for the appoint- 
ment of a Departmental Committee to 
consider the whole subject. Lord Edmond 
Fitzmaurice has consented to act as 
Chairman of that Committee, and I hope 
that the inquiry will not be a very long 
one. 

THE IRISH COMMISSION OF THE 

PEACE. 

Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief . Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
consent to the Return relating to the 
Commission of the Peace in Ireland on 
the Paper for this day "^ 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The Government 
have no objection to this Return. 

THE NATIONAL BOARD OF EDUCATION 

IN IRELAND. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will lay upon the Table of the House a 
Copy of the Minutes* of the National 
Board of Education in Ireland, having 
relation to the changes recently proposed 
to be made in the national system of 
education, with a Copy of the Correspon- 
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dence between the Lord Lieutenant and 
the Secretary of the Board ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY: As I said on 
Friday, subject to the approval of the 
National Board, the Correspondence will 
be laid on the Table^ 

db. mobride's estate. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what is the 
cause of the delay in advancing the 
purchase-money of the estate of Dr. 
McBride, Dungourney, County Cork, 
the sale of which, to the tenants, under 
the Ashbourne Act, was sanctioned 
nearly three years ago ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The Land Com- 
missioners report that the cause of 
delay is that the solicitor for the vendor 
failed to take the necessary steps to 
complete the sales, and that upon his 
being served on the 4th ult. with a 
notice that the cases would be dismissed 
for delay, he lodged the final schedule of 
incumbrances and the draft vesting 
orders. It rests with him to complete 
the proceedings and obtain the advances. 

THE WRECK OF THE EMILY. 

Colonel WARING (Down, N.) : I 
])eg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he will lay on the Table 
of the House the Report of the Officer 
of the Commissioners of Irish Lights, 
who was sent by the Commissioners 
early last year to inspect the wreck of 
the Emily lying on Briggs Reef, off 
Groomsport, reported as a serious danger 
to the Groomsport lifeboat crew, and 
also to the local fishermen, in the dis- 
charge of their dutie) ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : If the hon. 
Member desires to move for the Report 
to which he refers, I shall offer no 
objection. 

THE FALKLAND ISLANDS. 
Mr. MAC NEILL (Donegal, S.) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any steps have 
been, or will be, taken on the falling in 
of leases under which lands are held from 
the Crown in the Falkland Islands, to 
facilitate the purchase of these lands on 
reasonable terms by the inhabitants of 
the islands ? 

Mr. T. W. Russell 



The under SECRETARY op 
STATE FOR THE COLONIES (Mr. 
S. Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Poplar) : 
The Law Officers of the Crown advised 
that, on the falling in of Crown leases in 
the Falkland Islands, the lessees are en- 
titled to a renewal of their leases for 21 
years, unless the laud is required for sale 
or for public purposes. The Secretary 
of State had, therefore, no power to 
modify the terms of the leases. But the 
Governor of the Falkland Islands has 
been instructed, if he is satisfied that 
there is a real demand for the purchase 
of land on the part of inhabitants of the 
colony, to reserve and put up for sale by 
auction suitable portions of land of which 
the leases have fallen in, with due con- 
sideration to all the interests involved. 

THE RELEASE OF IRISH PRISONERS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland the names, 
sentences, and offences of the prisoners 
released under the late Government, and 
the number of years they would still 
have had to serve ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I would ask the 
hon. Member to defer this question until 
Thursday next, as the collection of the 
information required entails local inquiry 
and care in its preparation. 

PIECE WORK IN GOVERNMENT DOCK- 

YARDS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that in consequence 
of the reductions made in November last 
in the piece work prices paid to riveters 
and drillers in Devonport Dockyard, that 
each week since such reductions several 
men have been unable to earn sufficient 
to cover their weekly wages, and in con- 
sequence have been checked sums 
ranging from Is. to IDs. per week ; and 
whether he will advise the Admiralty to 
at once revert to the scale previously in 
force, and to refund to each workman such 
sums as have been deducted, so that he 
may not suffer a loss caused by the pre- 
sent scale of remuneration ? 

•Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 
This question is one that affects 
all the dockyards, and from Returns 
obtained it appears the reduction 
in the piece-work rates has operated 
in a different degree at the varioi s 
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yards. The matter is one which has 
beeu inquired into by myself and the 
Secretary to the Admiralty when recently 
taking evidence from the workmen, and 
I would ask my hon. Friend not to press 
his question pendiu*^ a decision being 
arrived at on the general questions con- 
nected with the pay of the workmen. 

THE ESSEX FISHING GROUNDS. 

Major RASCH (Essex, S.E.) : I 
hes to ask the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that mud, 
old iron, and rubbish are being daily 
discharged on to the Essex fishing 
grounds from Admiralty lighters oif 
8heerucss, and whether he can state 
when this nuisance will be abated ? 

•Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 
As the hon. Member has already 
been informed, steps have been taken 
to investigate the grievance of which 
he complains. A Report has just 
l)een received from Commander Tizard 
and Mr. Fryer, of the Board of Trade, 
who have held the investigation, and 
this Report will receive the early con- 
2iideration of the Admiralty. 

THE CONSUMPTION OF OPIUM IN 

INDIA. 

Mr. CAINE : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for India if he is 
4iware that by a Resolution, September 
25th, 1891, No. 4033, the Government 
of India 

. ** Prohibited the sraokinf? or the consumption 
of ouium and its ])reparations in any other form 
on the premises ; " 

that in Clause 6 of the Resolution His 
Excellency the Governor General points 
out that 

"The adoption of this measure involves the 
risk of unlicensed places being established," 

trusts that 



'* Local Governments will adopt the preven- 
tive measures best calculated to minimise this 
risk,'' 

and expresses the hope that 

"The orders should be brousjht into force 
everywhere on the first opportunity " ; 

has the India Office received from the 
Oovernment of the North West Provinces 
and Oudh a copy of a Circular headed 
*» Confidential, No. 1 of 1892, D. 26," 
issued by T. Stoker, Esquire, Civil 
Service Commissioner of Excise, North 



West Provinces, to all the Commissioners 
and Collectors of the North West 
Provinces and Oudh, stating that it is 
the opinion of the Board of Revenue that 
it is not altogether advisable that opium 
smoking dens should be suppressed, 
that — 

"The known conditions of opium smoking 
render the maintenance of some common place 
for the consumption of the drug an almost 
absolute necessity, and no eifort should be made 
to suppress such places, as it is better that they 
should be known, and thus be liable to super- 
vision " ; 

on what date did the Confidential 
Circular reach the India Office ; and is 
it the custom for Provincial Governments 
m India to set aside, by Confidential 
Circulars to Commissioners and Collec- 
tors, the Gazetted Resolutions of the 
Viceroy and his Council ? 

•Mr. GEORGE RUSSELL : The 
passages quoted by my hon. Friend from 
the Blue Book of January, 1892, on the 
" Consumption of Opium in India," az*e 
given with practical accuracy. The 
Circular to which he refers has not been 
received from India. On the 23rd of 
November last my hon. Friend called my 
attention to the matter, and on the 2otli 
of that month a letter was sent to the 
Government of India a-tking for informa- 
tion respecting it. No reply has yet 
beeu received. The answer to the last 
question is, No. 

ALLEGED INSOLVEXT IRISH UNIONS. 

Mr. DANE : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the Poor 
Law Unions of Killarney and Skibbereen 
are in a financially insolvent condition ; 
and whether, having regard to the pre- 
vious history of those Poor Law Union«, 
it is the intention of the Government, 
through the Local Government Board 
for Ireland, to dissolve the present Boards 
and appoint Vice Guardians ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The Local Go- 
vernment Board report that the 8kibl>ereeu 
Union cannot be regarded as insolvent, 
and that in Killarney Union, owing to 
the unsatisfactory progress made by the 
collectors, the Guardians have largelv 
overdrawn their account with their 
treasurer. The Local Government 
Board do not consider that the circum- 
stances of either Union are such at pre- 
sent as to render it necessary to take the 
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step indicated in the last paragraph of the 
question. 

Colonel NOLAN (Galway, N.) : 
Would it not be advisable, seeing the 
distress now prevalent, for the Board of 
Works to advance the necessary moneys 
to these unions free of interest ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : That requires 
consideration. 

BRADLEY GREEN POST OFFICE. 

Mr. bill (Staffordshire, Leek) : I 
beg to ask the Postmaster General 
whether he has considered the Memorial 
recently presented to him by some of the 
inhabitants of Bradley Green, against the 
removal of the post office from the High 
Street ; whether he is aware that the 
fle\yly appointed Postmaster in that town 
$8 the local Liberal agent ; and whether 
it is 'm accordance with the regulations of 
f he Postal Service for Postmasters to take 
^n aotive part in local politics ? 

The postmaster GENERAL 
(Mr, A. MoRLEY, Nottingham, E.) : I 
have received the memorial to which the 
hon. Member refers, and I have also 
received a numerously signed memorial in 
support of the proposed removal of the 
post office at Bradley Green. From the 
information at present afforded me, the 
position of the new Sub-Postmaster's 
premises appears to me to be sufficiently 
central to satisfy the requirements of the 
Department and the convenience of the 
public. I was not aware that the new 
Sub-Postmaster at Bradley Green was 
the local Liberal agent ; but if he be so, 
he will have to give up the agency. Post 
Office servants, and especially Post- 
masters, being precluded by the regula- 
tions from taking an active part in 
politics, 

ARMY PAY. 

Colonel BRIDGEMAN (Bolton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether there is any intention of 
assimilating the system of conducting the 
finances of the Army serving in England 
to that which prevails in India, in which 
country the actual cost of distributing the 
pay and auditing the accounts is much 
more economically done, although the 
number of the troops is considerably 
larger ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Army pay system has been recently 
reviewed, and the station organization 

Mr, S- ^orley 



has been adopted with a saving of 
£20,000 a year. The conditions of the 
Army in India, which includes bo many 
native troops, being entirely different from: 
those of the Army at home« it is doubtful 
whether any advantage would follow from 
an attempt to assimilate their pay 
systems so closely as the hon. and gallant 
Member suggests. 

THE STRANORLAR AND OLBNTIES 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR : I beg^ 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he has any objection to lay upon 
the Table a copy of the contract between 
the Irish Board of Works and the con- 
tractors for the Stranorlar and Gleutiea 
Railway ? 

Sir J. T. HIBBERT : I think it 
would be inconvenient to lay the contract 
in question upon the Table ; but if my 
hon. Friend desires information on any 
particular point in connection with it, and 
will communicate with me, I will do my 
best to satisfy him. 

SCOTCH PRIVATE BILL LEaiSLATION. 

Mr. HOZIER (Lanark, S.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
the Government propose to deal, this 
Session, with the question of Private Bill 
Legislation for Scotland ? 

Sir G. TREVELY an : The Govern- 
ment, having regard to the work they 
have already on hand, do not see a pros- 
pect at present of dealing with Private 
Bill Legislation for Scotland. If there 
proves to be a very general concert of 
opinion among Scottish Members, which 
would enable a Bill on the question to be 
virtually an unopposed measure, the 
Government would be glad to favourably 
consider the matter. 

BELFAST AND THE IRISH LIGHTS 

BOARD. 

Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, iu 
consultation with the Board of Trade 
regarding the appointment of a represen- 
tative of the Dublin Corporation on the 
Irish Lights Board, he will also take 
into consideration the claims of Belfast 
to be similarly represented by a member 
of the Harbour Board ? 
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Dr. KENNY : I mav also ask the 
Chief Secretary whether his attention 
has been directed to a letter addressed by 
the High Sheriff of Dublin to the Dublin 
Corporation re^ardinsr the exclusion of 
the official representatives of the Dublin 
Corporation from the Committees of the 
Irish Lights Board ; whether he has 
received from the Corporation of Dublin 
a communication regarding the represen- 
tation of the Dublin Corporation upon 
the constitution of the Irish Lights 
Board ; and whether it is the intention 
of the Irish Government to consult with 
the Board of Trade with a view to 
giving effect to the suggestions of the 
Dublin Corporation ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : So far as I am 
aware, neither the Irish Government nor 
the Board of Trade have a voice in the 
constitution of the Irish Lights Board, 
which is regulated by statute, nor in the 
constitution of their committees. 

THE NEWFOUNDLAND FISHERIES. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Forest of 
Dean) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, looking to the long period of 
time which has passed since it was 
agreed to by the late Government, the 
arbitration in respect of one point of 
<lifference between Her Majesty's 
Government and the Government of 
France, referring to the Newfoundland 
Fisheries, may now be considered at an 
end, aud whether, before again promis- 
ing the French Government to introduce 
legislation. Her Majesty's Government 
will take the House into its confidence ? 
•The under SECRETARY op 
STATE FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
{Sir E. Grey, Northumberland, Berwick) : 
The agreement for arbitration was entered 
into by the French Government on the 
invitation of Her Majesty's late Govern- 
ment, and we have no reason to believe 
that the Government of France consider 
the engagement to be at an end. In fact, 
the matter has been more than once pressed 
on the attention of the British Govern- 
ment by that of France, and as lately as 
the end of May last year. 

SWAZILAND. 
Baron HENRY de WORMS (Liver- 
pool, E. Toxteth) : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, under the provisions 



of the Convention of 1890, which 
expires this year, notice has been given, 
either by the Transvaal Government or 
by Her Majesty's Government, under 
Article 9 of that Convention, to termi- 
nate the exising arrangement relative to 
the Government of Swaziland ; and, if 
so, whether he will state if Her Majesty's 
Government is now negotiating with the 
President of tlie Transvaal Republic for 
the cession of Swaziland to that Re- 
public, with absolute jurisdiction over all 
European and Native affairs ? 

Mr. BUXTON : Notice of termina- 
tion of the Convention can be given at 
any time up to May 8th next. No such 
notice has been given on either side, nor 
is it the intention of Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment to give any such notice. But 
they have authorised Sir Henry Loch to 
intimate to the President that, if the 
South African Republic so desire, they 
are willing that he should go into confer- 
ence with the President, in accordance 
with the understanding between the late 
Government aud the South African Re- 
public, in order that the arrangement of 
1890 should be re-considered. 

Baron H. de WORMS : With refer- 
ence to the answer given by the Under 
Secretary, I wish to ask him whether he 
is aware that under the Convention of 
1890 the joint government was to con- 
tinue for three years, and not be termi- 
nated after the expiration of three years 
unless six months' previous notice were 
given by either party ; and, further, if 
he is aware that the Convention was 
signed by President Kruger and pre- 
sented to the Volksraad on August 4th, 
1890, and that, therefore, six months' 
notice expired this month ? 

Mr. BUXTON : I must ask notice of 
the question ? 

THE DOWNPATRICK RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. JOHNSTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
has received a memorial from the Down- 
patrick Town Commissioners in reference 
to the annual training of the 5th 
Battalion Royal Irish Rifles, which for 
many years has taken place at Saul 
Camp, near Downpatrick ; and whether, 
in view of the facts that the excellent 
conduct of the regiment has given great 
satisfaction to the Military Authorities 
and to the townspeople, and that a 
suitable rifle range is available for tho- 
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Battaliou, he will favourably consider 
the memorial, aud approve of the auuual 
traiuiug of the Battaliou takiug place, 
as formerly, in the neighbourhood of the 
county town, as its removal would entail 
expense, and cause serious injury to 
Downpatrick ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The memorial from Downpatrick has 
been received. The rifle range at Down- 
patrick is I reported to be open to objec- 
tion, and, apart from this fact, the 
regiment has not been trained at the 
Curragh since 1876, and the General 
Commanding in Ireland is anxious that 
it should have the advantage of instruc- 
tion at that camp. 

THE CHRISTIAN BROTHERS' SCHOOLS. 

Colon KL NOLAN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if, iu lately refusing to confirm 
the new nile of the National Education 
Board, His Excellency the Lord Lieu- 
tenant assigned any reason, for denying 
to the Christian Brothers this oppor- 
tunity of coming under the Board ; and, 
if so, would he now state the reasons 
assigned ? 

Mk. J. MORLEY : I think the best 
answer to this question w^ill be found in 
the correspondence which will be pub- 
lished. 

Colonel NOLAN : When ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I will put it on 
the Table as soon as possible. 

LONDONDERRY BARRACKS. 

Mr. ROSS (Londonderry) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
is the cause of the delay in erecting the 
additional buildings to the Barracks in 
Londonderry, required for the purposes 
of Regimental Headquarters ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There has been some delay in this matter, 
but it is now being advanced as rapidly 
as possible. 

SKIBBEREEN POST OFFICE. 
Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster Geneal 
whether he is aware that the old post 
office iu Skibbereen, County Cork, was 
burned ; and whether the present accom- 
modation is inadequate and insufficient ; 
and, if so, w^hat steps will be taken to 
provide the place with suitable postal 
accommodation ? 

Mr, Johnston 



Mr. a. MORLEY : I am aware that 
the post office at Skibbereen was burnt 
in May last, and, as stated by my Prede- 
cessor in June last, the present temporary 
accommodation is admittedly inadequate* 
In Mav last the Town Commissioners 
proposed to erect suitable premises to be 
rented by the Postmaster, and authority 
was obtained for rajsing the allowance 
for office rent to enable him to accept 
the offer. Difficulties, however, have 
arisen, and I understand that the Com- 
missioners are to decide at a meeting 
to-day whether they will carry out their 
offer. 

SCOTCH ^PRISONS CLERICAL STAFF. 

Mr. GR^ME WHITELAW (Lanark, 
N.W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary for 
Scotland if he has received the Report 
following the Independent Further 
Inquiry, instituted by the Marquess of 
Lothian in August last, into the claims 
of the Clerical Staff in Scotch Prisons ; 
and, if so, if he has submitted it with 
his recommendations to the Treasury for 
settlement ; and, if not, will he say for 
what reason the Report has been so long 
delayed, and when a settlement may be 
expected ? 

Sir G. TREVELYAN: On the 
requisition of the Scottish Office the 
services of Mr. Duncan, Store Accountant, 
English Prison Department, were last 
August placed temporarily at its disposal 
to investigate the claims of the Clerical 
Staff of the Scotch Prisons. Mr. Duncan 
l)egan his inquiry, but at the end of 
September was obliged to return to hi» 
duties in London before he had finished. 
This occasioned considerable delay, and 
it was not until January 26th that Mr. 
Diuican sent in his Report.. It is now 
under the consideration of this Office, and 
it will be disposed of iu a few days. 

WEXFORD POST OFFICE. 

Mr. THOMAS HEALY (Wexford, 
N.) : I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether the arrangements for 
the building of the new post office in 
Wexford are completed ; and, if so, when 
the work is expected to be begun ? 

Mr.A.MORLEY: The purchase of the 
site for the new Crown Post Office at 
Wexford has been completed, and the 
building plans are being prepared. 
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TYPE-WRITKRS. 

Mr. THOMAS HEALY : I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works if 
he will provide a supply of type-writiug 
instruments for the use of Members of 
this House, and set apart a room for 
their use ? 

Mr. SIIAW LEFEVRE : I shall l^e 
glad, if possible, to meet the hou. Member's 
wishes if he will communicate with me. 

TRIAL BY JURY IN BENGAL. 

Mr. PAUL (Edinburgh, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of Statefor India 
whether the Indian Government consulted 
the Secretary of State for India before 
restricting the right to trial by jury in 
eight districts of Bengal ? 

•Mr. GEORGE RUSSELL: The 
answer is, " No." 

THE CASE OB^ Mb. SANKEY. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcester, E.) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of Mr. Saukey, who was sum- 
moned to appear before the Justices of 
the Kings Heath Petty Sessional 
Division, on December 16th last, for 
haviuof a chimnev on fire ; whether he is 
aware that Mr. Sankey was represented 
by his clerk and his solicitor, who were 
prepared to admit the oflPence and pay any 
fine which might be imposed, but the 
Magistrates refused to adjudicate in the 
absence of Mr. Saukev, and issued a 
warrant for his arrest ; and whether, in so 
so doing, the Magistrates were acting in 
accordance with the general practice in 
such cases ; and, if not, whether he will 
direct the attention of the Magistrates to 
the usual method of dealing with these 
cases ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : My attention has 
Ixjen called to the case. It is true that a 
clerk appeared prepared to admit the 
offence and pay a fine. The Magistrates 
declined to adjudicate in Mr. Sankey's 
absence, and issued a warrant of 
arrest. After the warrant had been 
issued the clerk retained a solicitor, 
but the Magistrates declined to 
re-open the case. The question of the 
issue of a warrant in summary cases is a 
matter for the discretion of the Magis- 
trates ; but I am advised that it is not 
usual in the Metropolitan Police Court 



i District, in the case of a summons, for an 
offence punishable by a small fine, for a 
warrant to be applied for or granted 
when a person not a solicitor appears for 
the defendant and offers to pay the fine. 
As a matter of discretion I concur in this 
view. 

Mr. a. CHAMBERLAIN: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Magistrates issued the warrant because 
they were advised they could not act 
otherwise. Under these circumstances, 
will he communicate his opinion to them ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : I think it will be 
suflicient for the Magistrates to read in 
the Press the answer I have given the 
hon. Gentleman. 

DONEGAL MILITIA. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether a memorial from the inhabitants 
of Lifford has been received by him re- 
lating to the question of billeting the 
Donegal Militia (5th Battalion Ennis- 
killen Fusiliers) ; and, if so, whether he 
has decided upon billeting the regiment 
this year, or putting it under canvas ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have not received the memorial referred 
to. According to present arrangements, 
the battalion will be encamped at Lifford. 
There are so many objections to billeting 
troops during training that the practice 
is avoided whenever possible ; and there 
is good camping ground available at 
Lifford. 

AN ULSTER SPEECH AT RAPHOE. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the language 
reported in the Derrt/ Sentinel of Tues- 
day, 31st January, to have been used at 
a meeting held in Raphoe on Monday 
last by Mr. John S. Weir, J. P., as 
follows : — 

" Let it be mailc koown that the Loyalists of 
Ulster relied on the men of Belfast to strike the 
note at the pro|)er time and unfurl the flag, and 
call upon their fellow Loyalists to arm. \Loud 

And whether he will consider the pro- 
priety of bringing the same under the 
notice of the Lord Chancellor ? 

Mr. M'CARTAN (Down, S.) : Does 
any one in the North of Ireland attach 
any importance to these speeches ? 
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Mr. J. MORLEY : I have sent the i sired by the hon. Member. The Memo- 
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extract to the Lord Chancellor. I should 
say he would not think it worth while to 
take any notice of it. 

WELSH COMMISSIONERS OF INCOME 

TAX. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : I beg 

to ask the Chaucelloi* of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that the only Com- 
missioners of Income Tax in the district 
of Cerrig-y-druidiou, Denbighshire, are 
the rectors of the four neighbouring 
parishes, namely, Cerrig - y - druidion, 
Penherrelas, Llangwm, and Llanfihangel, 
and that this circumstance causes great 
dissatisfaction in the locality ; whether 
there are other persons resident in the 
district duly qualified to act as Com- 
missioners ; and whether, in view of 
these facts, he will take steps to secure 
an alteration in the composition of the 
Commission referred to ? 

•The secretary to the TREA- 
SURY (Sir J. T. HiBBERT, Oldham) : 
The clergymen referred to in the ques- 
tion are on the list of Income Tax Com- 
missioners for the Division to which the 
parishes named belong, but the Board of 
Inland Revenue are not aware whether 
they are the only Commissioners. Inquiry 
is being made on the subject. The ap- 
pointment of Income Tax Commissioners 
is entirely in the competence of the Land 
Tax Commissioners of the couuty, who 
are appointed by Parliament. If, however, 
inquiry shows the existence of the state 
of things suggested by the question, the 
Board of Inland Revenue would feel 
bound to address a communication to 
the Land Tax Commissioners on the 
subject. 

THE LABOUR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. HOWELL: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
it is his intention to lay upon the Table 
of this House a statement as to the 
organisation and constitution of the new 
Labour Department, together with the 
appointments in connection therewith ; 
and whether he can state a time when 
such a Memorandum will be available 
for Members of this House ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : I propose, when 
all the arrangements are complete, to 
lay a Memorandum on the Table of the 
House, giving all the particulars de- 



randum will be ready immediately after 
Easter. 

OLD AGE PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOWELL : I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he can state to the House 
the names of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into the question 
of Old Age Pensions in connection with 
Poor Law relief ; and whether he can 
state to the House the terms of Reference 
to that Commission ? 

Mr. CLANCY : May I inquire also 
whether the Commission will extend its 
inquiry to Ireland, and whether Ireland 
will be represented on the Commission ? 

•The PRESIDENT of the LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. H. 
Fowler, Wolverhampton, E.) : The 
names of the Commissioners have already 
appeared in the public newspapers. The 
terms of the Reference are to consider 
whether any alterations in the system 
of Poor Law relief are desirable in the 
case of persons whose destitution is 
caused by incapacity to work or old age, 
and whether assistance can be otherwise 
afforded. The intention of the Com- 
mission was that the inquiry should be 
confined to the case of England and 
Wales. 

Mr. CLANCY : W^ill the Govern- 
ment re-consider their decision not to 
include Ireland ? 

Mr. H. H. fowler : The Com- 
mission has been compleied, and it is 
already in working order, 

DOG FIGHTING IN A PUBLIC-HOUSE. 

Mr. HOWELL : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether his attention has been 
called to the case of dog fighting, re- 
ported in the newspapers of Friday, 
February 3rd, which was brought before 
the Woi*ship Street Police Court ; and 
whether some further steps will be taken 
to deprive the landlord of the house and 
the house itself of the licence, for such 
cruelty to animals ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : I have instructed 
the police to bring the matter before the 
Licensing Justices when application is 
made for the renewal of this man^s 
licence. 



^3 



Uganda, 



{6 February 1893} 



Uganda. 



554: 



GREENWICH HOSPITAL. 



Mr. KEAKLEY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether his 
attentiou has been called to the statemeut 
made in this House by the right hou. 
Member for the Ealiug Division of 
Middlesex on the 9th June last year, 
when he was First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, in which, on behalf of the late 
Government, he promised to give effect 
to the recommendations of the Select 
Committee on Old Age Pensions, at 
Greenwich Hospital ; and whether it is 
the intention of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment to introduce a Bill this Session to 
carry out the promise therein contained ? 

Admiral FIELD (Eastbourne) : I 
had given notice of a similar question for 
Thursday, and I wish to ask whether it 
is in accordance with the usual feeling of 
courtesy that when one hou. Member has 
given notice of a question, and allowed 
the Government time to make full in- 
quiry, another should anticipate his 
question by giving a similar notice 
within 24 hours ? 

Mr. KEARLEY : I was not aware 
that the hon. and gallant Gentleman had 
given notice of a question on the subject. 
This is the first time I have heard it. 

Admiral FIELD : It was in the 
Votes on Friday morning. 

•Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : My 
hon. Friend was good enough some weeks 
ago to call my attention to the statement 
of the noble Lord. The matter is now 
engaging the careful consideration of 
the Admiralty, and I cannot make any 
further statement now. 

THE REDEMPTION OF TITHE RENT 

CHARGE. 

Sir MICHAEL HICKS BEACH 
(Bristol, W.) : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is the 
intention of Her Majesty's Government 
to propose any legislation this Session 
for the purpose of carrying out the re- 
commendations of the Royal Commission 
on the Redemption of Tithe Rent 
Charge ? 

The FIRST LORD of the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. W. E. Gladstone, Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) : Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment do not feel disposed, under the 
circumstances, t4> project any legislation 
on this subject. In consequence of the 
CTcat pressure of subjects upon their con- 



sideration, they could not hold out any 
hope of entering into such an under- 
taking during the present Session. 

THE TUBERCULOSIS COMMISSION. 

Mr. KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he can state the 
probable date of the Report of the Royal 
Commission on Tuberculosis ? 

•Mr. H. H. FOWLER: I stated on 
Friday that the Report had not yet been 
received. 

VICEREGAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, to state in 
how many cases cross-examination has 
been allowed, and in how many dis- 
allowed, in proceedings before Viceregal 
Commissions in Ireland, when the evi- 
dence was taken in public during the 
past 50 years ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : Since 1849 
cross-examination appears to have been 
allowed, so far as we can make out, in 
12 cases out of 19. Cross-examination 
is not known to have taken place in the 
remaining cases. 

Mr. CARSON : Was cross-examina- 
tion refused in any of the other cases ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I have no infor- 
mation upon that point. It is not known 
to have taken place. 

Mr. PAUL : May I ask whether, 
apart from a Statutory Commission, to 
which power is given by Parliament, 
there is any difference between a Royal 
and Viceregal Commission, except a 
purely formal one in the matter of issue ; 
one being issued in the name of the 
Queen, and the other in the name of the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I think my hon. 
Friend is perfectly right. There is no 
difference except a purely formal one in 
the matter of issue. 

UGANDA. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Bir- 
mingham, W.) : I gave notice of a ques- 
tion to the Prime Minister for to-day, but, 
as I gathered that his speech on Friday 
night contained an answer to that question, 
I asked that it should be withdrawn from 
the Paper. I understand, however, that 
my right hon. Friend wishes that it 
should be put, and I therefore beg to ask 
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him what arrano^ements have been made 
for the preservatioD of the peace in Uganda 
in the interval between the time of Sir 
Gerald Portars Report and the decision 
of the Government on the question of 
the retention of the countrv ? 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: I am 
obli^eil to mv riorht hon. Friend for 
putting this question, because now for 
the iirst time, instead of speaking from 
niemorv, with a liabilitv to a certain 
degree of error, the House has full 
documents In? fore it which contain state- 
ments that must lie reganieil as authori- 
tative. The House is aware, from the 
Speech from the Throne*, that Sir G. 
Portal has undertaken the important 
charge which was nanuHl in the Queeu^s 
Speech, he lieing already Her Majesty's 
C'onunissiouer for the British sphere of 
iuHueuce, lying to the north of the 
(tcnuau sphere of influence. He there- 
fort^ has, it may Ih> said, a double title in 
this matter which comes within the 
cognisance of the House. In the former 
ca|mcity he has riHHMvetl instructions 
fn»m html Htv'^eU^ry, which will l>e found 
ut |>agcs M> and ol of the Papers circu- 
lattnl this morning. The part that is 
nmtcrial, perhaps, for the present subject 
is imragi^ph 8 of that Inst met ion, which 
runs a?* follows : — 

♦* A Mi^'vion to iVntml Africa cannot, of 
i>Mn>o, U* i\»n«hu^fiNl ai^Nmlinj? to onliiianr pre- 
*>^lomx X\w tnfixM^uonoy and »Urtioulty of com- 
Muouvs^tsn* n»,iy i>M|\nrx^ a laiitxulc Wyond what 
u \wual, :\\\\\ \\\ intniNthic to you thoe imj>or- 
tani *l\ttioN Hov MrttovtvV lu^vonimcnt reckon 
>\>0\ t\\^\ \\>\\iS XcWkS' \\\\ v»mr nuvtins; with firm- 
n\>v« and t>Hutum c^i^rv ivcasion that mav 
a^ JM^ ' 

That iv the ln>t ruction to Sir 1*. Portal 
a^ oUari*x\l with the pn^'icnt inquiry. But 
N> c ha \ c H h\>a J x rtnvi vc*l — in a dtx^mient 
\\\M \\i\^ Uvu t^^r some time Wfore the 
UxMiM\ Vm \\\\w\\ wax haxe esca|HHl the 
n\cuuM\ ot the Uoum^— averv full state- 
mcht *v| ilu* ^Mxxci^ which aivme to him in 
lui ca)v^c)i\ a> i\unmissioiwr in the 
^^^Ucu* \U iutlucmv* That diHMunent xvill 
l»i» ^\MU^^I Ht jwi^cs I to ^'l of the Papers 
"Ah w^\ No, -* " of IS^:*, and the jMwsage 
\>lurh I will ix>a4l to the House, liecause 
1 tluiik il contains the pith of the matter, 
in ill! pui!c 1\ It is a rather long para- 
gmpli, of which the first part refers to 
(hi*, couiinct of Sir (t. Portal in the dis- 
irirlB where the Com|)any is now in the 
full cxcr<*iHe of its fun<*tions, and that I 
iit'ud not reiul. It will only distract the 

Mr, J, Cfuunberlain 



attention of the House, inasmuch as the 
arrival of Sir G. Portal can only take 
place on the eve of the withdrawal of the 
Company and its evacuation of the 
country. The sixth line of that paragraph 
contains tbe material Instruction with re- 
spect to the territories where the Com- 
pany is not in active operation, and it 
runs thus — 

** You should endeavour, so far as your oppor- 
tunities go, to make Britinh influence felt by 
the natives, to maintain {icaee and order, to de- 
velop leiritimate trade, to secure the safe circu- 
lation of tnvlers and travellers, and penerally, 
without undue interference with tribal govern- 
ment and native habits and customs, to pave 
the way for conferring on the natives the bene- 
fits of cixilisation, which on the suppression of 
the evils of the Slave Trade should accompany 
the revival of pros|)erity " 

Of course, those Instructions by Lord 
Salisbury were given without any special 
reference to the pre'=ent special function ; 
but those are powers that are still in ftdl 
o{)eration, and which nothing has been 
or can be done either to restrain or to 
alter in any manner. I think, therefore^ 
it will be seen, first of all, that in his 
capacity with respect to the present in- 
quiry, which was mentioned in the 
Speech from the Throne, Sir Gerald 
Portal has a large discretion under the 
Instructions that have l)eeu given to him. 
It will also he seen that in his capacity 
as Commissioner he has ample authority 
to make whntex'cr arrangements he may 
tiud in the exercise of wisdom and pru- 
dence to he necessary and to be within 
his power, so far as regards the time when 
he is in Uganda himself, or — if he 
should think fit or should find it necessary 
to leaxe Uganda — to make an arrange- 
ment which will operate during his 
al>sence. I xvish to make an apology to 
mv hon. Friend the Member for North- 
anipton (Mr. Labouchere) and to the 
House for one expression I uso<l on Fri- 
day, s|)oaking from memory, which wan 
not quite accurate. I said Sir G. Portal 
would busy himself xvith respect to the 
peace and onler and well-l>eing of 
Uganda^ aiul I said he xvould do it *'*' un- 
officially/* That xvas certainly not an 
accurate e\|wx^^<ion, liecause for the 
moment I >«»*iw*il to have overlooked, and 
did ovorl^v^k^ tiio fact that as Commis- 
sioner iw* ^R-^ajs ill |>t>ssession of powers 
which >fcxviiW tMiahle him officially to 
exc<rci>9c K*ciiiww»tr inHuence and to exert 
him?»c]f wnh tv4x^rcn«x» to the peace and 
gooti oivW t'i itrr t»untry. 



657 Illiterate Voters at {6 February 1893} the Meath Election. 558 



Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northamp- 
ton) : I wish to ask the right hoii. 
Gentleman whether we are to understand 
that Sir Gerald Portal will not increase 
in any sort of way Imperial responsibility 
by any intermixture in the tribal govern- 
ment of Uganda, or by assuming any 
governmental functions for the Imperial 
Government until his Report is bef( r i lu ? 
•Mr. BURDETT COUTTS (West- 
minster) : May I put another question to 
the right hon. Gentleman in order that we 
should l)etter and more accurately under- 
stand what Sir Gerald Portal's powers 
are in reference to the safety of lives that 
are valued in this country in Uganda? I 
will put to him a case if I may — If the 
Mahomedans, who are now overhanging 
the country, attack the King, is Sir 
Gerald Portal empowered by force of arms 
to resist that attack ? If the two factions 
attack each other, is Sir Gerald Portal 
empowered by force of arms to intervene 
to maintain peace ? 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : In answer 
to the two questions that have been put 
to me, I must say in regard to that put 
by my hon. Friend the Member for 
Northampton that, in my opinion, I took 
the safest and wisest course in reading to 
the House fully and amply the 
documents that are really authoritative 
— the documents which will be for the 
guidance of: Sir Gerald Portal in the 
important function that he has in Uganda. 
Any opinion of mine in regard to these 
documents is evidently an opinion given 
in this country and not within hearing of 
Sir Gerald Portal, who is two or three 
months off, if I am to define the distance 
by time, and, consequently, is an opinion 
only. As I have said, our object and 
desire undoubtedly is, as appears from the 
documents, to ask Sir Gerald Portal to 
report on matters of the utmost import- 
ance. Wo desire him to approach that 
question with a perfectly free discretion, 
and therefore there ought not to be inter- 
cepted any intermediate engagement of 
any sort. With regard to the question of 
the hon. Meml)er opposite, the hon. 
Member raises a supposititious case which 
may or may not come under the con- 
sideration of Sir Gerald Portal. If it does, 
come under his consideration Sir 
Gearld Portal will have all the local 
knowledge, all the information, and all 
the advice of those around him in order 
to enable him to form a judgment upon 



it. The hon. Member asks me to form a 
judgment upon that question, and give it 
to him now in the Hous^ of Commons. I 
must say I am not prepared to under- 
take that task. 

Sir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) : I wish to ask 
whether, in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment, Sir Gerald Portal has a sufficient 
force w^ith him to carry out, if necessary, 
his powers as Her Majesty's High Com- 
missioner in East Africa ? 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : We are 
of opinion that the force Sir Gerald 
Portal has with him is amply sufficient 
for the purpose for which he has gone 
out. 

Mr. a. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, 
E.) : I have no reason to complain of 
the general statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman. I want to put a question 
which will not be put in a controversial 
tone. The right hon. Gentleman has stated 
that very full powers have been given 
to Sir Gerald Portal ; and that included 
in these powers are powers to make 
arrangements in the country after he 
himself shall have left. I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether, as he has 
given such full Instructions to Sir Gerald 
Portal during the time he is to be there, 
it would not be well if it were possible to 
suggest to him specifically that he should 
have in view the making of those arrange* 
ments which he is empowered to make 
should he think fit ? 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : I make 
no complaint whatever of the tone and 
terms in which the right hon. Gentleman 
has put his question ; I think it is a very 
fair question. But I own, if he puts it 
to me, my opinion is that it would be 
safer for us, standing as we do at the 
distance at which we find ourselves, to 
leave that matter in the discretion of Sir 
Gerald Portal, who is aware of the ob- 
jects that we have in view, rather than 
to send him Instructions which, however 
carefully framed, might, under possible 
circumstances, be found to limit his dis- 
cretion, and therefore to interfere with 
the objects in view. 

ILLITERATE VOTERS AT THE MEATH 

ELECTION. 

Mr. R. G. WEBSTER : I beg to ask 
the Home Secretary whether he can now 
inform the House the number of illiter- 
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Ates who voted at the North Meath and 
South Meath election, at the late General 
Election ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : I have now ob- 
tained these figures. I find that there 
voted at the General Election for North 
Meath 1,127 illiterates and for South 
Meath 1,023. 

DISTRAINT BY NIGHT IN IRELAND. 

Mr. CARSON : I wish to ask the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland if he will 
;Btate to the House in what counties in 
Ireland the seizures by night under civil 
bill process, referred to in his speech on 
Thursday, are alleged to have been ex- 
<ecuted ? 

Mk. J. MORLEY : The following are 
the counties in which police protection 
was afforded by the late Government for 
.seizures, or attempted seizures, under 
oivil bill decrees by night : — Kilkenny, 
Xiug's County, the two Ridings of Gal- 
way, the two Ridings of Cork, both 
Ridings of Tipperary, Roscommon, Kerry, 
Limerick, and Waterford. 

Mr. CARSON : May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he will supply me 
with the names of case.^ iu some of these 
counties, say Limerick, as I am assured 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I must ask for 
notice if further information is required. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Will the right 
hoD. Gentleman supply the facts by 
Return, including in each case the date, 
the name of the Sheriff, and the name of 
the Attorney General who sanctioned 
the seizure ; and also whether any pro- 
5ecutiou8 followed under the Coercion 
Government in reference to these seizures 
for re taking possession or otherwise ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I should have to 
consider very carefully the propriety of 
giving such a Return as that mentioned 
by my hon. and learned Friend, because 
the consequences might be very serious. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY. 



ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY'S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

[adjourned debate.] 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment proposed to 
Question [31st January], "That an 
humble Address be presented to Her 
31aje8ty, as f olio wet h ; — 

Mr. R. G. Webster 



•Most Gracious Sovereign, 

We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal 
Subjects, the Commons of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to thank Your Majesty for 
the Most Gracious S^Hiech which Your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parliament." — 
(Jfr. Lambert.^ 

And which Amendment was — 

At the end of the Question to add the words, 
" And humbly ventures to express the hot)e 
that the Commissioner, who has been sent by 
Your Majesty to Uganda, will effect the evacua- 
tion of that country by the British East 
Africa Company, without any increase in Your 
Majesty's Imperial responsibilities." — (J/r, 
Letbove?ti're.^ 

Question again proposed, " That those 
words be there added." 

Debate resumed. 

•Sir J. H. KENNAWAIT (Devon, 
Hon it on) said, he thought it well, now 
that the Instructions to Sir Gerald Portal 
had been ascertained, to turu their atten-* 
tion towards the general question of 
Uganda, and the points raised by the 
hon. Member for Northampton. They 
must, he was sure, all sympathise 
with the hon. Member who, having 
devoted his whole attention to placing 
the Government in power, now found 
the Government supporting the policy of 
Lord Salisbury. It was not to be 
wondered at that he felt himself left iu 
the lurch. For an hour and a-half last 
Friday he endeavoured to put forward 
his " anti-Jingo " policy, as he called it, 
but the wheels of his chariot rolled more 
heavily than usual, l)ecause he knew 
well that the feelings of this country and 
of this House were against him. He took 
them through the history of Uganda, and 
he went back to very ancient history indeed 
— namely, to the history of Abraham. In 
regard to the latter, he got very much out of 
his depth, and it was to be hoped his facts 
as to Uganda were more correct. The hon. 
Member's indictment of the Company 
was like flogging a dead horse, for 
the Company would very shortly 
be out of Uganda. But when it was 
judged by posterity, it would be said 
that it had acted on broad lines of policy, 
and very beneficially as regards the 
abolition of slavery. He would specially 
point to the Proclamation of 1890, 
in which the Company said that all 
tribes in the interior, who had placed 
themselves by Treaty under the protection 
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of the Company, were to be a free people 
and iucapable of being held in slavery. 
They would also see, on reference to the 
Papers presented to this House, that in 
the Treaty with King Mwanga of 
March, 1892, the importation and expor- 
tation of slaves was prohibited. 

He now came to the question with which 
he was more especially connected, and 
which has been raised in this Debate bq|;h 
by the Mover of this Amendment and by 
the right hon. Gentleman, in regard to the 
line taken by the Church Missionary 
Society, which he had the honour to re- 
present. Exception was taken to the 
action of the Church Missionary Society 
in bringing the Uganda question as it 
did before the Foreign Minister and be- 
fore the country in October last, and it 
was said that the Society sought to ex- 
plain to the Liberal Party their duty; and 
the right hon. Gentleman said the Society 
made unsuitable and unwise observations 
in regard to the external policy of this 
country. This question as to missionaries 
had been of late so much concerned with 
the foreign policy of this country that he 
would ask the indulgence of the House 
for a few moments in regard to it. It 
was not, his place there, nor would it be 
suitable, to indicate the importance of 
missionary work. There had been a 
great change in the feeling of the 
country in regard to this matter. The 
missionaries were regarded as very 
dangerous individuals at one time, and 
were kept out of our Indian dominions 
for a time. But there had been a great 
change in recent years, and this century 
had been called the century of missions. 
What was their condition when they 
went abroad in regard to the Govern- 
ment ? It was clear that when they 
were pursuing their operations, whether 
in India or the Colonies, they had the 
same right to protection as all other 
British subjects. When they went out- 
side the Queen^s dominions they did so 
clearly at their own hazard ; they could 
not then expect troops to guard them or 
expeditions to extricate them. This had 
been clearly laid down by Bishop Tucker 
and Bishop Smythies. Whenever 
the Church Missionary Society had 
approached the Government before now, 
it had been on the ground that certain 
Treaty rights had been infringed, where- 
by the rights or liberty of missionaries or 
their converts had been interfered with, 



and, therefore, there was a clear right to- 
call for the interposition of the Govern- 
ment. But in the present case there 
were circumstances which made the case 
a very special one, and which, therefore, 
had justified some departure from the 
usual practice. He would like to point 
out what the history of the question waSr 
Fifteen years ago their missionaries 
entered Uganda, carrying their lives Id 
their hands, neither looking for nor ex* 
pecting any protection. They lived there 
for 13 years tolerated under the 
government of the country, such as it 
was. They carried on their work ; they 
made converts ; many of them laid down 
their lives either by pestilence or sword ; 
and many of their converts suffered cruel 
tortures and death rather than abaudou 
the religion they had embraced. But 
two years ago the situation was entirely 
changed, first by the Anglo-German 
Agreement and then by the advent of 
the British East Africa Company. They 
found the country divided into various 
factions — French, English, and Ma- 
homedans — each fighting for their own 
hand, and the result was that the 
British Resident had to interfere, and the 
old system was swept away, as it was no 
longer possible for the Protestant mission- 
aries to maintain the impartial attitude 
they had held before. They naturally 
supported the British Resident, and by 
doing so incurred the hatred of the other 
parties in the State. Within a very 
short time it was announced that the 
British East Africa Company were no 
longer able to maintain their occupation: 
of the country, and it was seen at once 
that the withdrawal of the controlling, 
power would mean anarchy and bloodshed 
and a recrudescence of slavery. In October,. 
1891, it was represented that for a sum of 
£40,000 the Company would maintain 
their occupation for another year, giving 
time possibly for some other arrangement 
to be made. Of that £40,000, the 
sum of £16,000 was contributed in 
a very short time by the friends of the 
Church Missionary Society, the remainder 
being subscribed privately by friends of 
the Company, thus ensuring another 
year's continued occupation. That 
brought them to the autumn of 1892. 
For two or three months in that year, 
which constituted a critical period in the 
history of Uganda, they had been engaged 
in the delights of a contested election ; and 
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used for this purpose, and a deadly blow 
thus struck at the Slave Trade. 
As to the question what Uganda was 
>rorth to us commercially, there was not 
much trade at present, but it was a coun- 
try of great possibilities. They wanted 
new markets in Uganda, and Captain 
Lugard told them that if the country 
was occupied and settled, a large trade 
would result, and Mr. Stanley took the 
same view. There was already a demand 
for imported goods. There were hun- 
dreds of millions of acres capable of pro- 
ducing cotton, rice, coffee, gum, &c., 
and they had evidence of the increase in 
trade in South Africa under a settled 
Government. They had not yet seen 
the Report of the expedition for the 
survey of the railway. The question 
of the cost was, he believed, greatly 
exaggerated, and other difficulties urged 
against the retention of the country 
would be found to be greatly over-esti- 
mated. For instance, \he difficulties in 
the way of making the railway, because 
of the alleged hostility of the tribes, 
would be found altogether to disappear. 
At the same time, it would have to be 
considered whether the country was ripe 
for this or whether the suggestion of Mr. 
Mackay for the constniction of rough 
tramways to the great lakes and centres 
of population might not be a wiser step 
to take than to build a railway. They 
had clear ground for asking the Govern- 
ment to resist this Amendment and to 
recognise the existence in the country 
of a strong feeling that Uganda wanted 
their protection and should not be 
abandoned. They had a warning in the 
Soudan, where they allowed barbarism 
to triumph and re-establish itself over a 
country, the Government of which we 
had practically assumed. He hoped that 
a parallel to that would not be found in 
Uganda, whence they hoped to strike a 
deadly blow at the Slave Trade, and 
gradually deliver a message of peace and 
freedom to a large part of Cent ral Africa. 
•Mr. a. C. MORTON (Peter- 
borough) said, while he was aware of the 
ability and zeal with which the mission- 
aries did their work, he was of opinion 
that the missionary question had nothing 
to do with the situation in Uganda. 
Were they to lay down the principle that 
they should send their troops to support 
missionaries in every country ? Would 
Germany or France or Switzerland adopt 
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such a policy ? Let them send mission- 
aries to the Fast Fnd of London, where 
they were more required than in Africa — 
or let them send them to Ireland. The 
missionaries, he thought, got on much 
better without the troops. He was 
aware that the missionaries were being 
placed in the front at meetings in this 
country — they were the only respectable 
thing they had to place in the front — and 
there was some feeling in this country 
in regard to assisting Missions and mis- 
sionaries, but to hear the Tory Party 
going against slavery reminded him of 
Satan reproving sin or of the pot calling 
the kettle black. Not only had the 
Tory Party been in favour of slavery 
everywhere, but in favour of keeping 
every class except their own in this 
country in slavery. The democracy, for- 
timately, had now driven them away from 
that idea. He was astonished to find the 
Tory Party going against slavery. It was 
only as short time back as 1864 that they 
were in favour of founding in America 
an Empire whose comer-stone was to be 
slavery. Captain Lugard did not claim 
that he represented this country io 
Africa. The fact was, he was lent 
to the Company, was paid by the 
Company, and had nothing to do with 
the government of this country, and 
he (Mr. Morton) challenged any- 
body to prove otherwise. It was 
objectionable that we should allow 
these captains and colonels who were 
working for certaiu companies to go 
out and use their titles as con- 
ferring upon them authority to act 
for the country. The use of the titles 
was calculated to make people believe that 
they were acting for the British Govern- 
ment ; and it would be a much better 
policy if in the future officers acting for 
company-mongers should not use their 
titles. Now one or two words about the 
Amendment as brought forward by his 
hon. Friend the Member for Northamp- 
ton. He admired his courage in bringing- 
it forward, seeing that he was a friend 
and supporter of the Party now in power. 
He said that as a Radical, and he declared 
that he was glad the Member for North- 
ampton had brought the Amendment 
forward. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Premier had said that this was not an 
appropriate time to bring it forward. Ho 
desired most respectfully to differ alto- 
gether from the right hon. Gentleman. 
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•This appeared to him a most appropriate 
time to bring it forward. If he brought 
it forward five or six mouths hence 
when the Government were committed, 
that would not be a proper time for 
doing so, because it might then be 
said that it was too late. It was 
the duty of those who objected to 
the retention of Uganda to bring the 
matter before the Government and before 
this House on the first opportunity. The 
hon. Gentleman had therefore only 
done his duty in bringing forward this 
matter before the Government and the 
House now. He agreed with him in 
not taking a Division on this occasion ; but 
if he were to go to a Division, he (Mr. 
Morton) should have pleasure in voting 
with him; and if he raised the question of 
expense on the Estimates, he would vote 
with him ; and he felt bound to say that 
if the Member for Northampton did not 
raise the question on the Estimates, he 
(Mr. Morton) would, and he would, of 
course, take a vote upon it. His reason 
was that they as Radicals, representing 
the Radicals who were the majority of 
the people of this country, ought to let 
the Government know their opinion on 
the question of Uganda. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham had said he had most friendly 
intentions towards the Government, but 
he wanted to know what was to be done 
in the interval between the time the 
Company would leave Uganda on the 
Slst of March and the time the Govern- 
ment would decide what to do? That 
was all very well ; but he (Mr. Morton) 
would like to know why he did not raise 
the same question last year when they were 
considering the Railway Survey Vote ? 
Not only was it known at that time that 
the Company must leave the country — 
^ the then Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs shakes his head — but 
the then Government told them that 
the reason they proposed the grant 
of £20,000 at all was that 
the Company had no money — he 
remembered the circumstances well, and 
knew that the position >vas as he 
stated. He would like to know if the 
the right hon. Gentleman the Meml>er for 
West Birmingham made any inquiries of 
the then Tory Government, and if his 
inquiries were not now directed to doing 
the present Government as much harm as 
possible ? He said the policy advocated 
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by the other side was most objectionable. 
The Africans had as much right to come 
here and take our country as we had to take 
theirs. We were told last year that the 
policy was not to build a railway, but to 
make a survey and get information. They 
were now told that the Company was 
going to leave Uganda on March 31st., 
but they retained the Port of Mombasa ; 
they retained some rights along the coast 
from Zanzibar beyond Mombasa — some 
ten miles inland ; and the idea seemed to 
be that we were to take possession of the 
country, and that the Company would be 
allowed to tax everything coming in 
under a prior Treaty that they had with 
the Sultan of Zanzibar. It was said we 
might have to buy out the Company — a 
transaction which would involve an 
outlay estimated at from £600,000 to 
£3,000,000. Therefore, the object of the 
Company was to get a large sum of 
money out of the people of this country. 
They were told the other night by the 
Member for West Birmingham that the 
Government were drifting. He was 
bound to say he thought they were 
drifting — this policy was one of drifting. 
If the House rose, and if they had 
Jingoes in the Cabinet, as he feared there 
were, they would continue drifting. The 
Premier criticised the Member for North- 
ampton because he did not object to the 
inquiry in this matter, but only to the 
appointment of Sir Gerald Portal. 
The Member for Northampton did not 
object to inquiry because it was too 
late to do so ; but, practically, he 
objected to everything that had been 
done — everything, whether in the shape 
of making inquiries or of taking posses- 
sion of the country, everything that was 
done without getting the previous consent 
of the House of Commons, which was 
a very good policy and the policy 
the Government would be compelled 
to take some day, so that a majority of 
the House might decide the question 
before the doing of anything at all. 
They wanted to discuss all Treaties before 
they were made. He thought he re- 
membered that that used to be advocated 
in Midlothian. They knew but little 
about the railway, but it was calculated 
that, as far as it might be necessary to 
make it at the present time, it would cost 
£3,000,000. That estimate wad not 
made by any railway contractor or 
engineer, and he therefore estimated 
Z 
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that they woniii reqnire ahnot doaUe the 
amoimt, sar £,5«00l).000 or £6,000,000, 
to make a railway ov<^ thi:^ TOO miles of 
country. A:^ &ijr ai» be e«>aid find oar, 
Uganda was» worth little or nothing for 
emigration. Captain Lngard praetieally 
said it wa^ of n«> ik^e for colonisation 
purpo!*««. If it eoold be n^ed as 
Aii^craiasia and America had been, we 
mi«cht do well to tind an oatlet there for 
o(ir surplus popidation« e:«periallT as that 
p«>pulatlou would create a trade of 
their own. Ue would like to remind the 
iioverumeut that althotigh one Mission- 
ary Society and a few of the Anti- 
Slavery Party were snpporting this 
lM>licy of annexation, not a single Liberal 
or Riidical Society in the country had 
IMisscd a resolution in favonr of the 
ivteutiou of Ui^auda. The City of London 
Lilteial Association had held a meet- 
ing on the subject, Init could not carry a 
vtUc, and that was the only Liberal 
AssiKMHtiou that had attempted to pass 
an> tvsohitiou on the matter, and as an 
HUicttduieitt had l^een carrieil against the 
\(tu\ ho might say that that Association 
»us HgHiust this policy. The Liberals, 
therefore* wei'e against the policy to 
which ho n^fcrrtnl. The Radical Party 

m 

had phu'od %\\^ present Government in 
power^ and it was to them the Goyem- 
tm«ut must liH>k for their support. The 
Kudieul Partv objtH^tOil to the Jingo policy 
ulio^eiher. They objtHted to the expen- 
diliire oi moucv in such a cause. If. they 
had ^ot uuv money to spare, or any mis- 
niotiui ioH to s(vaits send them to the 
KuMi Kud of Loudon. Thev were more 
liadlv-itooiU^l there than in Africa, and 
lluv were likely to do more good in that 
<iuurter. If they had any money to spare 
it wiM wauteil here at home. They 
luid ahoady more responsibility in 
eonuection with foreign affairs than 
tluy could properly attend to, 
Monov, as he said, was wanted 
at. hoi 1)0. It was wanteil in the agricul- 
luiul interest — it was wanted at a low 
luio of interest, and the agriculturists 
woiiJd ho xlad to get it. If they wanted 
ii» -^ju'iiil uioaey on railways, let them spend 
11, iu this country. If the Government 
.^avo vvay to the Jingoes — of whom, as 
U. I Kill -aiil, he found there were a few. 
• u I hi* ^''thiijot — they would have nothing 
If >K» with it. Iu that case it would not 
'.. UavkiJ hy the. Radical Party, They 
\x.,utiJ i!)o (ioverument to apply their 



energies to carrying on a better system 
of government in this country — and 
especially in Ireland — and so enable the 
people to live better and happier than 
they did at the present time. He could 
not vote for the Amendment, as it was 
not going to be pressed ; but he would 
vote in that direction whenever he had 
an opportunity. 

; •Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
minster) said : On Friday night the 
hon. Member who opened this Debate 
made a bitter, and, as I shall endeavour 
to show, a most unjust attack, upon the 
East Africa Company, of which, most 
unfortunately for its own interests I 
admit, I happen to be the only represen- 
tative in this House. I will ask the 
indulgence of the House to enable me 
to reply to these attacks, and also to 
make some remarks upon the general situa- 
tion. First, however, I hope the hon. 
Member will allow me to congratulate 
him upon having found the early oppor- 
timitv afforded by his Amendment on this 
question of driving in the wedge between 
two sections at least of his Party — the 
" petty parochial " section to which he 
boasts of belonging, and that portion, 
which I trust is a large one, who have some 
regard for the realisation and fulfilment 
by this coiHitry of its Imperial obliga- 
tions. On Friday night we listened to 
a very full exposition of the views of 
the " petty parochial " school. I think 
it well that w^e should hear something of 
the other section of the Party, which is 
led by Lord Rosebery. I will confine 
myself to the question at issue, and will 
quote the words of Lord Rosebery, 
speaking of Uganda in some of the 
aspects which the hon. Member for 
Northampton had in view. Lonl Rose- 
bery said — 

** We, that is I, view it (Uganda District) an • 
a country of great possibilitieK, as the key 

1>erhapH of Central Africa, as commaDding the 
^i\e Basin, as a field recently of heroic enter- 
)>ri8e, as a land that has been watered by the 
blood of our saints and martyrs, and I for one, 
as a Scotchman, can never be indifferent to a 
land which witnessed the heroic exploits of 
Alexander 4Iackay, that Christian Rayaitl, 
whose reputation will always be dear, not only 
in bis own immediate northern country, but 
throughout the Empire at large." 

Now, Sir, we have the hon. Member for 
Northampton and we have Lord Rosebery 
on this question. What we want to 
know, and what we ask, at this 
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jancture, for the sake of great inte- 
rests which we believe to be at stake, 
which of the two is the Gladstouiau ? 
With regard to Sir Gerald Portal's In- 
struction I put a question to the right 
hou. Gentleman opposite, which, it is 
quite true, was hypothetical in forn), but 
which contained the germ of the whole 
position, and indicated the scope and 
character of the danger which the people 
in Uganda are liable to. The plain 
answer^ to that question, whether Sii 
Gerald Portal was empowered to defend 
the country by force of anns against 
external and internal dangers, would tend 
to allay the great anxiety that is now 
felt in many quarters, and would give the 
House an exact definition of his powers 
in respect to it. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that he was not able to 
form a judgment as to circumstances 
which hsid not arisen. I did not ask for 
that. I asked what Sir Gerald 
Portal's powers were, whether he has 
ijufficient powers to meet such a case ? 
The hon. Member for Northampton 
has attacked the Company on the 
4,r round of certain incidents with 
Avhich its name has been connected ; 
with one which occurred in the centre of 
Africa, at a distance, so far as communi- 
cation is concerned, of many mouths 
from headquarters, and amidst circum- 
stances which, of course, could not be 
known to the Directors, which even the 
asrent connected with those incidents 
could not foresee. In order to describe 
those and other circumstances so as to fit 
in with his own view, the hon. Meml)er 
has made unfairly-chosen extracts, and 
has suppressed essential facts bearing on 
the arguments he has laid before the 
House — ^facts which, as he is both 
industrious and watchful, and has evi- 
dently devoted much time to the subject, 
I cannot believe were unknown to him. 
The hon. Member says that our general 
policy has been one of land-hunger ; or, 
I think his expression was, that we were 
^'afflicted with that disease." Before 
dealing with the connection which the 
hon. Member has assumed between this 
.<<o-called policy of ours and Uganda, I 
should like to say a word on the subject 
generally, as it is connected with Treaty- 
making, and particularly as the right hon. 
Gentleman the Prime Minister stated 
that one object of Sir Gerald Portal's 
Mission was to inquire into the way we 



had exercised our Treaty-making powers. 
Sir, at the time of what I may call the 
scramble for East Africa amongst the 
European Powers, this Company, by its 
existence — in the earlier days by the 
fact that it was in embryo and ready to 
take a footing in these territories, and 
subsequently by the fact that it was 
there — afforded a justification for the 
claims of England to a share of that 
country, which the respective Govern- 
ments of that time gladly welcomed. It 
is more true to say that Her Majesty's 
Government used the Company as an 
instrument for the delimitation of boun- 
daries than that we drew the Govern- 
ment on to larger and wider responsi- 
bilities. The policy of Treaty-making, 
followed up by effective occupation, has 
been undertaken by the Company, with 
the continued knowledge and sanction of 
the Government, and every Treaty wo 
have made has been submitted to the 
Foreign Office. It has been a political 
policy, and in that aspect it belongs not 
only to the Company, but to the British 
Government. It has been what I may 
call the substantive part as distinguished 
from the Diplomatic part of negotiations 
which aimeil at the acquisition of a 
portion of East Africa for England. I 
am aware that the hon. Gentleman does 
not approve of this policy of acquisition; 
but there are a vast number of people in 
this country who do approve of it. Lord 
Granville, Lord Rosebery, Lord Salis- 
bury approved of it.. And the part we 
have played in it has given enormous 
assistance to those Foreign Ministers in 
carrying out that policy. It is in thi.t 
light we claim that we have acted 
largely in the national interest. We 
played our part in securing that the 
British flag should remain on the East 
Coast of Africa ; that instead of having 
no port from Aden to Natal, the finest 
harbours on that coast should foim a 
rendezvous for the British Fleet ; that 
the old-established trade of thousands of 
our Indian fellow-subjects settled there 
should be saved from passing under the 
control of a foreign Power ; that at a 
moment when an iron band of Prohibi- 
tion Duties was drawn around Africa 
by every other Power, we opened a 
free highway into that country for 
the products of English manufac- 
ture. When we were hemmed in ou 
both sides. North and South, by Gor- 
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many, our position between justified the 
claim of the Government that Germany 
should confine itself to the South and 
leave the North to us ; and in this con- 
nection I may say that so far from our 
evincing " land-hunger " while the Sultan 
of Zanzibar conceded to us the whole of 
the northern ports up to Warshek, we 
were content with the boundary of the 
Juba River and Kismayu, giving up 400 
miles of what had been conceded to us to 
Italy. When the doctrine of the Hin- 
terland was accepted, the fact that the 
Company de facto formed a base upon 
the coast substantiated England^s claim 
to this very country of Uganda. I am 
speaking of it in its widest sense, as in- 
cluding the Great Lake, the key of the 
Nile Basin, the heart of the trade of 
Central Africa, and the link in the chain 
of communication from the Cape to 
Alexandria, for over the strip between 
Victoria Nyanza and Tanganyika, which 
does not belong to us, free communica- 
tion of every kind is secured by the 
General Act of the Berlin Conference 
and by the Treaty between Great 
Britain and Germany. The acquisition 
of the whole of these territories for 
England opened the way to the head 
waters of the Nile and to the Equatorial 
Provinces which belonged to Egypt. 
This was the road to the Equatorial Pro- 
vinces which General Gordon always 
advocated as the best, and as best for the 
effective development of those regions. 
But, Sir, these are all parts of a political 
or national policy ; and whatever we 
have gained ourselves — which, pecu- 
niarily speaking, is as yet nothing — it is 
impossible to deny that the larger por- 
tion of our capital has gone in helping to 
secure these national interests, as repre- 
sented by a territory nearly equal in area 
to British India. The hon. Gentleman 
has twitted us with the word " philan- 
thropy." Let me state here that all we 
claim is that in our relations with those 
unhappy peoples we have conducted our 
enterprise with a due regard to that love 
of peace, conciliation, freedom, and 
humanity which this country would 
desire to see in all dealings with 
native or savage tribes ; and that 
we have done our utmost to 
carry out that great policy of Anti- 
Slavery, in the prosecution of which 
England has sacrificed so much money 
and so many noble lives. Sir, when we 
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took possession of the territory on the- 
coast it was a moment when discontent^ 
disorder, rebellion, and bloodshed were 
rife amongst our German neighbours. 
The cry of " death to the white man " 
was rising along the coast. Here, next 
dooi:, separated only by an imaginary 
line, our Commissioner, Mr. Mackenzie^ 
took possession, and by tact, conciliation^ 
and justice, established the most friendly 
relations with the native tribes — ^rela- 
tions which, in the districts at any rate^ 
where things are more imder the direct 
control of the Company, have never 
since been disturbed. And, Sir, with 
regard to slavery. The hon. Gentle* 
man said that we used slave-labour in 
our caravans, and he said that '' nothing- 
but slave labour existed there." This- 
latter is not the case ; hundreds of free 
men come to our caravans. The cara- 
vans are made up mostly from Zanzibar 
porters. Slavery does exist in Zanzibar 
by law ; we have no power to stop it* 
What is our course — the only course 
open to us to secure the freedom of these 
slaves who come from outside our terri- 
tories ? We pay the men and not the 
master. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: The men 
have to pay the money to their masters. 

Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : Cer- 
tainly not ; we pay the man and not 
the master ; but we have a fixed 
arrangement that the slave shall be 
entitled to purchase his freedom at a 
fixed and comparatively small sum, out 
of the wages he receives from us. It is 
a humane and practical provision, and 
the only one possible for us to make. 
With regard to slavery amongst the 
tribes under our control, the Company- 
has provided for carrying out this Anti- 
Slavery policy by its Proclamation of 
May 1, 1890. 

<* Which was assented to by all tho Arabs and 
others concerned." 

It declares that — 

*' All the tribes of the Interior (beyond the 
10 mile limit of Zanzibar territory), who had 
])laoe(l themselves by Treaty nnder the pro- 
tection of the Company, to be free people, and 
incapable of being held in servitude. After 
the date of the Proclamation any members of 
those tribes found in slavery were to be 
liberated without compensation to their 
masters." 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Have the 
people of Uganda assented to this ? 
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Mr. BURDETT COUTTS : I can 
«how the hoD. Geutlemau a passage to 
the effect that owing to our Proclamation, 
And the country having come under 
it, a considerable number of slaves had 
been liberated. It is obvious that when 
we retire to the coast, if some sort of 
British control is not upheld in Uganda, 
creating a chain of influence between 
that country and the Company's im- 
mediate territories, the power of restrict- 
ing the Slave Trade over a great portion 
of the intermediate tribes will cease. 
But, Sir, there is another fact, and I 
think the House will listen to these facts, 
not only because the hon. Gentleman 
attacked us on this point, but •because 
this is a subject which touches the heart 
of a large area of feeling in this Country. 
We have by special efforts in the past 
three years freed 2,634 slaves. The 
Government towards the liberation of 
these 2,634 slaves gave us a contribution 
•of £800. That was what they cost this 
-country. Now on this point I would 
•call the attention of the House to certain 
remarkable figures. On the 4th April, 
1886, the then Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs estimated the cost of 
maintaining slave cruisers at from 
£150,000 to £200,000 per annum. The 
average of slaves released by means of 
these cruisers has been, at the outside, 
£150 a year, or in three years £450. In 
the last three years we have freed 2,364 
.slaves, at a cost to the Government of 
£800. It must be remembered also that 
the Government pays the Missionary 
Societies on each slave freed by the 
cruisers £5 a head, for placing him out 
after he is freed. On these 2,000 odd 
filaves this would have meant over 
£13,000. I will not stop to calculate 
the exact amount which the freeing of 
this number of slaves would have cost 
the Government if it had been effected 
•by their method of cruisers — the only 
method by which the traditional Anti- 
Slavery policy of this country was being 
carried out in East Africa up to the time 
of our going there — but it would have 
been considerably over £2,000,000. Do 
not these facts point to the advantage 
that the cause of the abolition of slavery 
has already received from our occupation, 
and do they not show what an enormous 
further service can be rendered to that 
oause by extending British influence on 
land, not by us necessarily, and not in 



any way to our advantage, but on 
the lines on which we have worked. 
And now. Sir, to return to some of the 
specific accusations of the hon. Gentle- 
man and the charge I felt bound to make 
against him of suppressing important 
facts. His references to the Prospectus 
and the financial honor and credit of the 
Company — I think he called it a Bottom- 
ley Company I — are almost too con- 
temptible for reply ; and I suppose that 
he meant it as oife of those elegant jokes 
which he is in the habit of perpetrating. 
But if these remarks were made seriously, 
I would remind the House that early last 
Session he addressed a long question to 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
based upo^ some vague imputation of 
this kind ; and that, in reply, the Secre- 
tary of the Company addressed a letter to 
the public Press giving the fullest details 
with regard to every point which placed 
the Company, from the point of view from 
which the hon. Gentleman has attacked it, 
above criticism. I would refer the House 
to the letter, which is dated 2ud March, 
1892, and will be found in the public 
Press. Now, Sir, the hon. Gentleman 
leads the House to suppose that we went 
into Uganda under the influence of land 
hunger, and certainly that it was al. 
along our design to occupy and retain 
that country. He makes no mention of 
the fact, which I think must have been 
perfectly well known to him, that when 
Mr. Jackson, in the natural course of 
exploration, found himself not very far 
from Uganda, he was there with definite 
and express instructions not to go into 
that country. It is true the hon. Gentle- 
man mentioned that we went there at the 
invitation of King Mwanga. But he 
only mentioned this in order to refute an 
assumption which he implies we have 
set up, that we went there out of pure 
patriotism, because he adds that the King^s 
proposal was a purely commercial one. 
What he does not state, and what also, I 
assume, was known to him, is that Mr. 
Jackson went into that country not only at 
the solicitation of the king, but also at 
the urgent entreaty of both Christian 
sections. What he does not state is that 
at that moment the Mahommedans were 
on the point of conquering that country, 
which would certainly have led to the 
massacre of missionaries, great bloodshed, 
and its peaceful inhabitants being carried 
off as slaves, if Mr. Jackson had not gone 
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in. Bnr I wane rae FIoii.'^ v, '. <*ar in 
Hii A rhe fai't rnat we bail r ren ■t*ttia-t«t 
iiirttmrrionj* *«» 'lur a:r*"ir a» c "•» i"*", l:.v. 

the <rir'!?iiii^Lii4i«-*r-> w»i iiavr^ i^f, r*:iL-*rc ^> 
blame Mr. JairiLHia In ftie fL^trer. 
Wttl. >*ir, c'len «?anie CaTa'n L'-.^kr^i, 
ami Tue ti^iirLiiT. aini x\^*t d.-'t Tr»Atv. 
^ow, wLv wkc Car. rain Ln^ari *r-i.t 
to L :;anda ? I am ii«^c h^re to hi ink rhe 
fa;.*r>. CoaimerciaLj. w^ La*l no tie* ire 
to so> to U;raD«ia. WetVir that theei.ter- 
prisie wai' tt o co>tIv to j:i-tifT u> in ♦l-*:- ? 
80. Biit liiv po^it.o 1 b^l mattrriai.v 
alt_»reiL I have menrioneJ the p»Iirii-ai 
eouside arit>ns under the pre5S:-iire of which 
we have $o often had to a<'t. At that 
momeLt tie d«X' trine of the Hittttrland 
had not l>een aotreptetl. Paper titles did 
not hold wirhmi elective occupation. 
Dr. Carl Ptters, an uuaeknowledcretl 
German Ajreut, and a stormy petrel of 
thocie times, under the pretence of rescu- 
ing Emin. who was alreadv on his war to 
the coast in the charjre of Mr. Stan lev, 
was makin^r his war up the Tana River, 
pulling down and burning Britii<h fla^s, 
and forming a chain of posts Ijehiml the 
British territory, with the object of taking 
jKhj-^essiou of Uganda. Public feeling in 
this ci>uutrv almost denounced uh for our 
inactivity. Was Uganda to lie left to 
other nations or to peq>etual slavery ? 
Were the Missionaries to be Hacrifit;e<l ? 
** Certainly not/' we said, and we echoed 
the voice of Great Britain. And we nent 
Captain Lugard. Now, with regard to 
Captain Lugard I should like to hav a 
w^onl. It is perfectly natural the hon. 
Member should do his l)cst to deride and 
contomn any enterprise which has for 
its object the extension of British inflti- 
euee : but I do not understand the spirit 
in which he seeks to raise prejudice 
against an Englishman, Hitiiated as Cap- 
tain Lugard was, in a distant and unex- 
plored country, at first with a very small 
force, far from any possibility of rein- 
forcement or succour, facing a ninltitii<le 
of dangers and resolutehy carrying out a 
policy which he believed to bo best for 
the interests of peace and goo<l govern- 
ment. Has the hon. Member really rea<l 
what Captain Lugard did ; how he fotuid 
the two parties on the verge of war ; 
how time after time, when their forces 
were drawn up opposite to each other he, 
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ii»r. vr vi-^ ex traordi nary tact and jndg- 
xu^n", irerented hostilitied and held 
'z^^ iL^zr^ («tween them with even- 
.iaai>': f.-^'i'-eand great administratire 

«c. H>w eventoallv he left them in a 

^are f* pea#-e and proceeded on his 
-xp«-:'Vr. aeain-t Kabrega who, with 
..l-o « jkTe-iea.irj;rMabommedans, was hang- 
'-.z ,ike a vii.tnre over this countrv. 
H"^ i.e n.»;t^l aotfi Mrattered these into 
L'Lvoro. where thev have since remained. 
H^*w then, making for Lake Albert 
Efiwanl. he built a line of fons l^etween 
riie two iake^, leading them in charge of 
a brave r^uljaitem, Mr. Fen wick de 
Winron, a yoiiu{r man of singular promise 
ami demotion to dutv, who re^rentlv died 
at his jK^t. How, to proceed. Captain 
Lfigard thu* secured the safety and pro- 
tection of the iutermetliate countries 
against Kabrega ; how he freed from hij* 
control the great salt lake for the benefit 
of the trilies around it : how he explored 
and settle<l all those districts ; how he 
gained the allegiance of Selim Bey and 
his troops ; and how eventually he left 
those countries and their inhabitants* 
secure^l against their common enemy, and 
rejoicing in the unfamiliar experience of 
freedom and prosperity. To my mind it 
was a uoYde exhibition of braverv, self- 
relian(;e, and good judgment. It is not the 
first instance of an Englishman doing hii» 
duty amidst great dangers and difficulties 
in a wild and unknown country ; 

m 

and Friday night was not the first 
occasion on which a petty parochial view 
has l)een taken of the exploit. Well, 
Sir, after a year's absence. Captain 
Lugard returned to Uganda on December 
31sr, 1891. Then followed the fighting 
which his former efforts had averted, and 
of which we have heard so much recently. 
Of course, the hon. Gentleman omits the 
real reason for Captain Lugard V resolute 
attitude. He found the two Christian 
parties on the point of going to war ; h6 
knew that if he left them to fight it out 
amongst themselves one party would have 
been conquered and have left the country, 
and that the remaining party would have 
lH»en too weak to withstand conquest by 
the Mahommedan slave-drivers ; he 
therefore gave these two opposiifg forces 
fair warning that he would open fire upon 
the first of them that broke the peace. 
The Wafrenza, as they are called, became 
the aggressors, and Captain Lugard kept 
his word and ^Aiiirht them. The 
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Wafrenza carried off the Eiog. Captain 
Lugard^s chief object was to free the 
King, and to uphold his authority. He had 
no desire to take the King's authority 
into the hands of the Company. But, 
Sir, what was the result of all this ? 
The state of things now existing in 
Uganda, where the three parties are 
living side by side in " blood brother- 
hood " under their lawful Sovereign, is 
the best indication of Captain Lugard's 
policy. Did we hear a word al)Out this 
from the hou. Member when he was 
dealing with Captain Lugard ? And 
now. Sir, with regard to the Treaty of 
which the hon. Member made so much. 
I think that anvone would have thought 
that that Treaty — obtained, I admit, 
under exceptional circumstances, but 
circumstances of which we should have 
l)eeu better able to judge if we had been 
placed in Captain Lugard's position — 
anyone would have thought that that was 
the Treaty under which our present 
relations with Uganda were maintained. 
Even this first Treaty was no " sale of 
the country " by the King. As a matter 
of fact, it was very quickly superseded 
by the second Treaty, which was a per- 
fectly free Treaty. I think he said it 
was not signed by the King. It is signed 
by the King, and voluntarily and freely 
signed by him. But generally, on this 
aspect which the hon. Member gave of 
King Mwanga as an unfortimate savage 
coerced by the Company, why did not 
the hon. Member say anything about the 
letters from the King to Her Majesty the 
Queen, and to the Directors of the 
Company which had been read by the 
hon. Gentleman who spoke on behalf of 
the missionaries. Well, Sir, to go on 
with what happened in Uganda, I have 
said that the Company had no original 
intention of occupying Uganda. Six 
months after Captain Lugard hail arrived 
in that country, when peace and order 
were restored, we gave notice that we 
intended to evacuate on the Slst Decem- 
ber, 1891. The House is familiar with 
the fact that we only prolonged our stay 
there at the special intervention of the 
Church Missionary Society, and on their 
providing the funds. We prolonged 
our stay by a year, and we were to have 
left on the 31st of last December. But 
the hon. Member says that "three months 
more were given the Company to evacuate 
it," Were these three months more 



given to the Company to evacuate, or 
did the Company prolong its stay for 
three months for the convenience of Her 
Majesty's Government, and in order to 
postpone a decision which it was rumoured 
occupied a great deal of time in the 
Cabinet, and which was not taken until a 
very late date ? Now, Sir, I come to another 
point. We heard a great deal from the 
hon. Member as to the worthlessness of 
Uganda. And his remarks were based 
upon a Report of Captain Lugard, from 
which he read extracts. I say a Report 
advisedly. It was the first Report of 
Captain Lugard. In referring to this 
Report — which was the full one, which 
was a private Report to the Directors of 
the Company, was not wTitten with any 
idea of being for publication — the hon. 
Gentleman stated triumphantly that " for- 
tunately " the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer " got hold " of this Report. 
Why did he not say that this full Report 
was handed to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer by a Director of the Com- 
pany. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE : One Director. 
Mr. BURDE TT - COUTTS : Yes, 
one Director ; there was no need for 10 
Directors to hand him 10 Reports. W^ell, 
Sir, the hon. Member quotes from this 
Report as to the worthlessness of 
Uganda. Now, the hou. Member has an 
observant genius. It is not likely that 
such a matter as dates escaped his notice. 
The date of that Report is the 24th 
December, 1890. But he only arrived 
in Uganda, as stated in that Report, on 
the 18th December. That Report, 
therefore, contained the results of the 
observations of six days. It obviously 
gave the first and most cursory impres- 
sions. It was absurd to look upon it — 
we never looked upon it — as affording a 
guide to the natural or commercial advan- 
tages of Uganda. But with regard to 
these, the hon. Member based the whole 
of his argument upon this six days' Re- 
port, and never told us a word 
about its • being a six days' Re- 
port. It is true that he said that 
Captain Lugard afterward* went about 
saying that Uganda was a land full of 
milk and honey ; but the hon. Member 
stated this rather with the view of imply- 
ing that Captain Lugard had, under 
some extraneous influences and for some 
ulterior purposes, changed his mind. 
What were the facts ? The first one, at 
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least, was kuowu to the hon. Member, 
that Captaiu Liigard remaiued in those 
countries 18 mouths examining the whole 
district and obtaining information with 
regard to the dependent countries, and 
upon this 18 months* careful examina- 
tion, as opposed to the six days after his 
arrival in Uganda, his subsequent opinion 
as to the importance of Uganda was 
based. And I have another fact to add 
in this connection. So far from being 
influenced in any way by the Company, 
in his actions in this country, Captain 
Lugard has been entirely dissociated from 
the Company. He was an officer in the 
Army, and he ceased to bo in our service 
the moment he arrived in this coimtry. 
We offered to pay him — I believe we did 
pay him — his salary up to the end of the 
year as a sort of bonus. He returned 
the portion of it dating from the day of 
his arrival, and went out as a free lance 
to impart to various circles a knowledge 
of what he conscientiously believed to 
be the real value of Uganda to this 
country. I will not weary the House by 
quotations showing the great value which 
he attaches to it. With regard to the 
connection of the Company with Uganda, 
I consider that it is well that it is at an 
end simply because the question of 
Uganda is too great a question to be ob- 
scured and confused by the prejudices 
that the hon. Gentleman and his school 
in these times raise around Chartered 
Companies, forgetting when he speaks 
to the " parochial " mind that Chartered 
Companies have been the most economic, 
as well as the most successful means of 
maintaining British interests. We went 
to Uganda against our first inclinations. 
Our agent went there against our express 
orders ; we were drawn in at the urgent 
solicitation of the King and people ; we 
were urged by public opinion ; we went 
with the countenance and sanction of 
the Government ; and we secured a con- 
dition of peace and contentment which 
is the best justification of our action. 
But, Sir, in doing this we found our- 
selves face to face with a problem which 
differentiated vthis country from any 
other within our sphere and marked it 
out as a point of great national interest 
to Great Britain, and the key of the 
position, so to speak, for the successful 
completion of the anti-slavery policy 
which England undertook so long ago, 
and which I do not believe she is willing 
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now to abandon. Well, Sir, we, by our 
temporary occupation of Uganda, became 
the channel for bringing all these facts 
to the knowledge of the British public ; 
we were the instruments, so to speak, 
of the nascent development of these great 
interests. But I ask, in common fair- 
ness, are we a commercial Company with 
a very limited capital, already largely 
exhausted by a generous prosecution of 
these interests, to be expected alone and 
unaided to undertake the national obliga- 
tions indicated in the name of Uganda : 
is it quite just for the right hon. Gentle- 
man to say we ^' have undertaken a great 
task and been obliged to recede from it "? 
No, Sir, we have done our part. It only 
remains for us to say to England, " There 
lies the path of national interest and 
national duty. It is for you to open or 
close it." So far as the Company is con- 
cerned, I am very glad the Mission has 
gone ; for the right hon. Gentleman 
states that one of its objects is to 

*' Obtain authentic and responsible informa- 
tion as to the mode in which their governing 
powers have been exerciseil, and the mode in 
which that authority to control has been put in 
practice." 

We court, we eagerly welcome the fullest, 
deepest, and closest inquiry into the 
whole of our record, only we ask that 
the scope of that inquiry should be aa 
large as the scope of our operations, and 
cover the period from the beginning to 
this moment — that it should not be con- 
fined to a single incident and an isolated 
locality. We ask as the claim of men 
who founded an English Company on a 
commercial basis, that it shall be inquired 
into whether we have not from the first 
to last trod our path with a due regard 
to the highest and best traditions of 
English enterprise — whether that path 
has not spread in the dark countries 
through which it runs enlarged prospectd 
of good government and prosperity, and 
whether there have not issued from it to 
the unhappy native tribes with which we 
have come in contact new and unlooked- 
for hopes of freedom and justice. 
•The under SECRETARY of 
STATE FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Sir E. Grey, Northumberland, Ber- 
wick) : I rise only to express a hope 
that, in view of the fact that this ques- 
tion must be again discussed on a Supple-* 
mentary Estimate, the House will now 
allow the Debate on this particular point 
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to close. I do -not propose to follow in 
An J detail what has been said to-night, 
because I think matters of detail can be 
better discussed in Committee of Supply 
than in a Debate on the Address. As 
regards the hon. Member who has just 
aat down, and who has made, as was 
perhaps his duty, an able and exhaustive 
defence df the Company to which he 
belongs, I think I may safely leave that 
part of the question in his hands. As to 
the hon. Baronet (Sir J. Kennaway), who 
opened the Debate this evening, I will 
only say that he gave us a history of 
events in Uganda from a missionary 
point of view, and I do not wish to dis- 
pute the accuracy of anything he said. 
The hon. Member for Peterborough 
{Mr. A. C. Morton) made some general 
criticism on what has been done. Those 
criticisms would, I think, have been 
more to the point if it had been a policy 
of annexation which was before the 
House. It is not a policy of annexation, 
but, on the contrary, a policy of inquiry 
that the House has £o deal with. Our 
object is to secure that the House shall, 
in due course, have full information he- 
fore it, so as to enable it to form an 
opinion whether Uganda ought to be 
placed under British protection or not. 
I maintain that this is the only policy 
the Government could have pursued. A 
provision is included in the policy that 
the inquiry shall not be conducted in such 
a way as to prejudge the question before 
the House has had time to consider Sir 
(xerald Portal's Report. If during the 
interval that must elapse before his 
Report is made there were to be outbreaks 
of civil war in Uganda, if the, British 
name, instead of continuing to have some 
ascendancy and prestige, came to be 
regarded with hatred and contempt by 
the natives, the question would cer- 
tainly be prejudged, because it would 
not be in your power to establish a Pro- 
tectorate without sending a large ex- 
pedition. It has been in your power hither- 
to to decide whether the present state of 
things shall be continued in Uganda or 
not. That question can now be decided 
without great effort or expenditure, and 
when the Report of Sir Gerald Portal is 
before the House you will be as free as 
jou are now to consider what the policy 
is to be, only you will have much more 
information before you. It was asked 
this evening whether the Government 



had really taken steps to secure the 
maintenance of the status quo in Uganda 
during the interval. Well, it never 
occurred to me until I heard it sug- 
gested in this House by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham (Mr. J. Chamberlain) that Sir 
Gerald Portal could possibly construe 
his instructions as binding him as soon * 
as his Report was complete to hurry 
away with it to the coast. That is not 
in his instructions, and I am as willing 
to guarantee as I am willing to 
guarantee anything that Sir Gerald 
Portal has no feeling in his own mind 
^atever that any intention of that sort 
is implied in the instructions he has 
received. It is for him to decide 
whether he himself should bring his Re- 
port or send it home and remain in charge 
at Uganda until it has been presented to 
the House. Supposing he decides to 
bring it home, I have only to call atten- 
tion to Section 10 of the Instructions — 

" It will be your duty to sign a Commission 
appointing one of the officials to act in your 
behalf in case of your being incapacitated." 

He would surely construe " incapaci- 
tated " in a wide enough sense to prevent 
his leaving the country without appoint- 
ing some one to act for him. In Section 
eight of the Instructions Sir Gerald is 
expressly told that his mission cannot be 
conducted according to ordinary prece- 
dents, but that the difficulty and in- 
frequency of communications may require 
a latitude beyond what is usual. His 
instructions are wide enough to give 
full freedom of action. Then we are 
asked, has he force enough at his com- 
mand ? I have only to say that Sir 
Gerald Portal is told in Clause three of 
his instructions. 

" The Company having offered to make over 
to Her Majesty's Government their establish- 
ments and stores in Uganila, it will be for you 
to juilge how far it is possible or expedient to 
avail yourself of the proix»al." 

Sir Gerald Portal if he thinks it necessary 
can therefore have at his command all the 
resources of the Company. In addition 
to that he takes with him 200 Zanzibaris 
as well as his English staff. It must be 
borne in mind also that he is not going as 
Captain Lugard went when the country 
is on the eve of a civil war — ^for civil war 
would have broken out had not Captain 
Lugard restrained it for some months. The 
people were bound to go to war at some 
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time, the ouly thing that prevented them 
being that the notoriously cruel Mahom- 
medan chief Kabrega was ready to 
swoop down on the two opposing forces 
of Protestants and Roman Catholics. 
Captain Lugard had first of all to sweep 
Kabreo^a back and to destroy his influence. 
Having done that, he had to deal with the 
' civil war between the Protestants and 
Roman Catholics that was ready to break 
out. He left the country with the civil 
war at an end, the people tired of it, 
and having recognised the folly of it, 
and the Mahommedan chief completely 
cowed outside, because he dare not 
encroach upon the British sphere. I hop^ 
I have now placed the House at any rate 
in possession of the point of view which 
I think is the only one that is justifiable 
in view of the instructions given to Sir 
Gerald Portal. The Government are 
accui<ed of having adopted a drifting 
policy. The hon. Member for Peter- 
borough (Mr. A. C. Morton), when he 
said the Government was drifting, was 
cheered by. hon. Members opposite. For 
a moment I thought hon. Members oppo- 
site were in agreement with the hon. 
Member for Peterborough, but it turned 
out that, whilst the latter meant the 
Government were drifting into the 
country, gentlemen opposite meant that 
they were drifting out of the country. 
I think I have at any rate done some- 
thing to show that, the policy of the 
Governmeat has not been one of drifting 
but one that was intended to secure the 
status quo during the interval, and to 
furnish us with full information. I would 
ask the hon. Member for Northampton 
(Mr. Laboucheie), who I understand, has 
only delivered one half of his speech, to 
consider before he gives us the other half, 
the position the Government found them- 
B3lves in when they took Office. They 
found that the question of Uganda had 
not been prejudice! in any way by the 
Government that preceded them. If the 
preceding Government had an intention 
of evacuating the country they had not 
expressed any opinion as to the measures 
to be taken. The Company were going 
to evacuate certainly and absolutely at 
the end of last year. A certain number 
of people stated that the country was one 
with rich possibilities, a country which 
could grow all kinds of crops, and in 
which new markets could be opened. I do 
not wish to attach any definite importance 
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to these statements to-night, but they 
were the statements made by everyone 
who had been near the country, and much 
as the House or the Government might 
doubt their value, there was not in our 
possession evidence enough to contradict 
them or prove that they were untrue. 
There was the further question of what 
would happen when the Company had 
evacuated Uganda. First of all it was 
said the Protestant missionaries and their 
followers would be massacred, that then 
the Roman Catholic missionaries and their 
followers would be massacred, and that 
there would be a Mahomedan regime of a 
barbarous kind. So far as our information 
goes at present, nol)ody has aright to say 
that these things would not have followed 
the evacuation of the country by the 
Company. The point of the hon. Meml>er 
for Northampton is that this was no busi- 
ness of ours. I do not wish to discuss the 
question of responsibility now. That 
may be done later on, but at any rate 
Uganda was within our sphere of influ- 
ence, and if we are' not responsible for 
what goes on all over our sphere of influence 
we certainly have responsibility to this 
ex (ent^-that we keep other people out. It 
would not have been in the power of the 
Germans, living close by, to come within 
our sphere of influence. I do not wish to 
press the responsibility more than that. 
But here, with the evidence before us, what 
was the Government to do, even supposing 
no special responsibility rested upon us r* 
I venture to say if the Government had 
allowed the Company to evacuate without 
taking any steps, if they had not taken 
any precautions, and these massacres had 
supervened, I doubt whether all the 
quotations the hon. Member for North- 
hampton (Mr. Labourchere) can bring to 
bear from Captain Lugard could protect 
the Government from blame. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE : Mv hon. 
Friend has suggested this Debate should 
be continued upon the Supplementary 
Estimates ; I can promise him it will be. 
With that suggestion in view I would 
ask leave to withdraw my Amendment. 
If hon. Gentlemen object to that I shall 
not take a division, but shall say 
no, in order that there may he no nemine 
contradicente. 

•Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, 
Penrith) : Before the question is put, 
I am anxious to sav a few words, 
not in continuation of the Debate, 
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but merely for the purpose of congratu- 
lating my hon. Friend opposite upon the 
first speech we have had the pleasure of 
listening to from the hon. Gentleman in 
his new capacity, and congratiilating the 
House on having him in the important 
position which he now holds. I think 
I may say on behalf of those on 
these Benches, and others who sit 
behind me, that wo listened with 
the greatest satisfaction to the speech 
from the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs. I quite agree with him that 
I do not think this a very con- 
venient opportunity for entering at great 
detail into the questions connected with 
our evacuation or retention of Uganda, 
but I must point out the reason that 
many Gentlemen have risen and spoken 
from this side of the House is due 
to the fact that the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Northampton 
(Mr. Labouchere), who introduced this 
matter at great length, covered a great 
deal of ground, and made a great 
many charges against a great many men 
about a great many things, and it was 
only in human nature that those who felt 
themselves to be attacked should take 
the earliest opportunity of repelling those 
attacks. The hon. Member for West- 
minster (Mr, Burdett-Coutts) went out 
of his way to defend Captain Lugard. 
It was unnecessary. He took the hon. 
Member for Northampton (Mr. Labou- 
chere) seriously. Now, the hon. Member 
for Northampton never takes himself seri- 
ously, and he might have contented himself 
with what the right hon. Gentleman the 
Prime Minister himself said with regard 
to Captain Lugard on the 3rd of March 
of last year, after he had read the first 
Keport of Captain Lugard upon which 
the hon. Member for Northampton had 
animadverted. The Prime Minister on 
that occasion said, ^^ He is a frank man, 
a brave man, an able man, and an upright 
man.^^ Sir, I think we may well leave 
Captain LugarcVs character there. I should 
like to say a word with regard to the 
instructions which we have only seen 
to-day. I confess I think it regretable 
that they were not circulated at an 
earlier period. The Government must 
have known well that this matter 
attracted a great deal of public attention, 
and that the Papers would be asked for. If 
we had had these Papers to study at an 
earlier moment I feel certain a consider- 



able part of the time spent last Friday 
might have been saved. But when I 
come to look at the Instructions them- 
selves, though on the whole they are 
^tisfactory, yet they are not quite so 
firm as we should have liked to have 
seen them. It is true that Sir Gerald 
Portal, on receiving these instructions, 
would probably presume that no latitude 
was left to him as to leaving the country 
altogether. For instance, in the second 
paragraph, he is told that he has to report 
as expeditiously as may be on the means 
of dealing with the country, and that 
is further limited by the expression 
"whether through Zanzibar or other- 
wise." That would make it appear 
that the country is to be dealt with^ 
and not left entirely alone. Then, I 
think, it would have been decidedly best, 
both for our satisfaction and that of Sir 
Gerald Portal, that this particular point 
should have been more definitely stated. 
On one point I should like to ask the 
Government a question. I observe that 
these instructions were not, according to 
the Paper, telegraphed, they seem to 
have been sent as a despatch on the 
10th December, and therefore could not 
probably have reached Sir Gerald Portal 
until the 10th January. It appears that 
Sir Gerald Portal left to go up the 
country on 1st January. Has he, there- 
fore, received these instructions ? No 
doubt it would be desirable if that point 
could be cleared up. There is only one 
other matter on which I would detain 
the House for a moment, and that is with 
regard to the action and the policy of Her 
Majesty's late Government. It has been 
said that different views have been 
taken with regard to what the policy 
of Her Majesty's late Government 
was. It has been said the late 
Government had no intention what* 
ever of remaining in Uganda. The 
right hon. Gentleman opposite described 
it graphically when he said " the Com- 
pany came to Lord Salisbury and said we 
are going, and Lord Salisbury said very 
well, good-bye." It is perfectly true 
that there is not, except the answer 
which was read by my right hon. Friend 
the Member for East Manchester 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour), anything that indi- 
cates the intention of the Government 
retaining Uganda. But is there the 
slightest doubt what the tenour of the 
policy of the Government at that time 



o91 



Address in 



{COMMONS} 



Answer to Her 



592 



I 



was ? • I feel certaiu that at that time no 
gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
House would have ventured for a moment 
to say that it was the intention of the 
Government to leave Uganda. If it is 
£aid that it is an after- thought on the 
part of right hon. Gentlemen on that 
Bench that their policy was to remain at 
Uganda, surely it is much more an after- 
thought on the part of hon. and right 
Jhon. Gentlemen opposite to say that it 
was the policy of the late Government 
to leave Uganda. Sir, the policy to 
which we were bound, and which I had 
the honour of advocating in this House, 
was the policy of constructing a railway 
with a view eventually of communicating 
with Uganda. I say that is evidence of the 
intention of the Government, but if we 
4iome to examine dates accurately, 
we find that it is not until the 
18th of May that Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment were iufonned of the defiuite 
intention of the Company to retire from 
Uganda. I say it was not for Her 
Majesty's Government at that time, 
within a few weeks of a Dissolution, to 
propound a policy, and to come down to 
the House of Commons and ask for 
support in carrying out a policy 
with regard to the retention or evacuation 
•of Uganda. What would have been the 
Answer of right hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site ? They would have said — Here 
jou are within a month, within six weeks, 
of a General Election, possibly you may 
not be in your places after the General 
Election is over, and yet you come down 
And ask the House of Commons, and 
pledge the House to a particular policy 
when it is possible that by the time you 
•come to carry out that policy you your- 
selves may not be in office. I say. Sir, 
that right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
would have been the very first persons 
to complain if Her Majesty's Government 
At that time had come down to the House 
And had asked for any particular sum of 
money or any particular steps to be taken 
to carry out a policy which was well 
known to the House, and of which suffi- 
<cient and full evidence had been given on 
many occasions. 

Mr. ROBERT WALLACE (Edin- 
burgh, East) did not intend to make 
more than one reference, and he should 
not have made that but for the speech of 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Sir E. Grey). He should have 
Mr, J, fV, Lowther 



been more satisfied if the Under-Secre- 
tary had been pleased to leave it where 
the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury left the matter. He was 
perfectly satisfied with the position the 
right hon. Gentleman left it in, but it 
seemed to him the Under Secretary went 
a great deal further. It seemed to him 
that if he were silent he should find him* 
self committed to what was, as be 
thought it, a distinct justification of 
what he would call the Lugard 
policy in Uganda. He had not 
heard from any of the Front Bench^ or 
any of those who were representatives 
and leaders in this matter, any decision 
upon the point. Their policy was a 
policy of inquiry, and they could not be 
in a position, adopting a policy of 
inquiry, to pronoiince a judgment favour- 
able or unfavourable, on the Lugard 
policy, until after they received the 
results of that inquiry. He did not imagine 
for a moment the hon. Baronet(SirE.Grey) 
desired to commit others further than 
they desired to be committed, but that he 
had only spoken the utterance of his own 
mind, and he therefore desired to enter this 
brief caveat in the hope that on another 
opportunity they would more fully go into 
details that had been very scantily given 
on both sides in this discussion, and that 
the facts would be more adequately and 
completely disclosed. 

Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bod- 
min) : I think some one on the Ministerial 
Bench should answer the important ques- 
tion raised by the late Under Secretary 
(Mr. J. W. Lowther), namely, is there 
any evidence that the Instructions have 
been received ? 

•Sir E. grey : Perhaps 1 may be 
allowed to reply to that question. It is 
the first time the idea has occurred to 
me regarding the receipt of the Instruc- 
tions ; if the right hon. Gentleman will 
give notice of a question I will be glad 
to reply exactly how they were sent out, 
and when they reached Sir Gerald Portal. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question again proposed. 

•Mr. WHARTON (Yorks, W.R., 
Ripon) said, that in rising to propose 
the Amendment standing in his name he 
could not help being reminded at the 
moment that he was rising from a seat 
which until lately was occupied by 
another, and that the House had suffered 
a great loss in the death, within the last 
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few days, of a gentleman who was one 
of the most true and loyal hearted of 
Englishmen. He doubted not the name 
of Sir Walter Barttelot would be remem- 
bered as that of a model Member of Par- 
liament and a true-hearted Englishman, 
who in his capacity served his Queen 
and country to the best of his ability. 
He was grateful to the House for allow- 
ing him to say these few words with 
regard to him who had gone from 
amongst them. His excuse for moving 
the Amendment must be that he felt, on 
reading the words of the Queen's Speech, 
the most important question of the 
present day, the depression in agricul- 
ture, had not been treated in the way 
that those interested in the land of Eng- 
land hoped that it would have been 
treated. The words in the Gracious 
Speech were — 

" I have observed with concern a wide pre- 
valence of agricultural distress in many parts 
of the country. It is be hoped that, among the 
causes of the present depression, some may be 
temporary in their nature." 

He (Mr. Wharton) certainly hoped 
that might be the case, but he failed to 
understand where there was ground for 
such a hope at the present time. That 
the existence of the depression was a 
real existence he thought there could be 
no doubt whatever, and the cause for 
the depression was not far to seek and 
was to be found in the simple sentence 
— a great fall in prices. A fall in prices 
must be followed by a depression, what- 
ever .the industry was. With regard to 
the cause of the fall of prices in agricul- 
ture there might be many opinions ; but, to 
his thinking, the principal cause of this 
great fall in prices was the present low 
freightage from other countries. Not 
nutny years ago they were told it was 
almost impossible that English agri- 
cultural products could be undersold, 
because the cost of freight would be 
so great from other distant countries 
to England ; that it would be so much 
put on to the price of agricultural 
products ; that it would not be worth while 
bringing them over. But lately there 
had been such an enormous improvement 
in steamships, such improvements in the 
machinery, so much lessening of the cost of 
working of ships, that these, amongst other 
things, had lowered the prices of agricul- 
tural products from India, Canada, and 
Australia to England, and that had 



caused a great depression in the prices in 
England. He was not for a moment 
going to deny it was of great advantage 
to the consumer if he could have the 
article he consumed at a cheap rate, but 
his argument at this moment was that 
there was a great fall in prices caused, 
amongst other things, by the causes he 
had already mentioned. The other night 
he listened to the very able speech of the 
Mover of the Address, a gentleman 
largely interested in agriculture, and had 
hoped he should have heard from him 
some suggestions as to the alteration of 
the present state of things, but he was 
sorry to say that from the beginning to 
the end of that able speech he did not 
hear anything that he thought would 
bring comfort to the mind of the distressed 
agriculturist. When the hon. Member 
told them that in that part of England 
with which he was connected at the 
present time there was great competition 
for farms, he could only say that he 
fancied that was rather a rare part of 
England, because from his own experience 
and from all he had* heard and read there 
was much greater difficulty in getting a 
farm taken than finding a large crowd of 
farmers coming to compete for farms.. 
No doubt there were several farmers in 
England who had left other farms which, 
they were unable to profitably work,, 
and who would be only too glad to take 
up others which they could work to 
profit. Farms from their vicinity ta 
large towns might reasonably be expected 
to bear a profit, which other farms not so- 
favourably situated had not been able to- 
realise. He was not going to deny there 
might be such farms, but he believed it 
to be an exceeding rare state of things* 
There was one matter in regard to this 
fall of prices that it was most important 
for Englishmen to consider, namely, 
whether by the cessation of the growing 
of com — ^which he was sorry to say wa» 
rapidly spreading — they were not going 
to set up a state of things that would 
result in very serious difficulties in regard 
to the population of the towns. They^ 
were told that arable land demanded 
three men to one for the same quantity 
of grass land. He would ask the House 
to consider whether they ought not to 
try to stop, in some way or other, a state 
of things which would inevitably lead to 
an enormous increase in the number of 
unemployed. If they were going to 
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tural labourers ? If that were the state 
of things generally existing — ^and he 
did not doubt that it was — then it must 
1)0 apparent to everybody that some 
remedy, and an immediate remedy, was 
absolutely necessary. Speakers on plat- 
forms outside the House said over and 
over again that the remedy for this 
state of things was a reduction of the 
rent. He asked these gentlemen how 
they proposed to remedy the state of 
things that existed in the county of 
Essex. In that county, no less than 
6,000 acres of laud, which was some of 
the finest wheat-producing land in Eng- 
land, were now lying in a state of desola- 
tion. In what possible way could a 
reduction of rent give relief to that 
district ? And he was afraid that that 
was not an isolated instance of land going 
back to its prairie state for want of culti- 
vation. He looked upon this as ^ 
national loss, for this land, now lying 
absolutely idle, produced some years ago 
thousands of pounds a year which went 
to the benefit of the English nation. He 
might be asked what local burdens would 
he reduce in order to give some relief to 
Agriculturists. The sanitary rate, for in- 
s^tance, was inequitably laid on the land. 
He knew more than one instance in the 
county of Durham where there were coal- 
pits owned by companies who did not 
live in the district, but who took the 
profits out of the coal of the district ; 
who laid down machinery, built large 
rows of houses for the pit-men. But 
who paid the rates for the sanitation 
of these houses and pits ? The unfortu- 
nate farmers who lived round the pits, 
but who had not one pennyworth of 
profit out of the pits. That was a state 
of things which to his mind was intoler- 
able. It was not alone in the county to 
which he referred, but throughout Eng- 
land, that the imposition of the sanitary 
rate was inequitable and uneven. Some 
few years ago agriculturists were relieved 
of half the police rate by the Imperial 
Exchequer. He did not see why the 
other half of that rate should not be also 
taken off their shoulders. In his opinion 
the police of the county should be paid 
out of Imperial funds, and not out of 
local funds. The whole country was 
gaining by the present low prices of food, 
and surely the country should do some- 
thing to relieve the burdens of agricul- 
turists who were suffering through these 



low prices. This question equally in- 
terested every class connected with the 
land. It interested the landlord, the 
tenant and the agricultural labourer. He 
knew it was often said, especially by the 
hon. Member for Northampton (Mr. 
Labouchere) in his paper, ^'put fresh 
burdens on the landlords." Why, the 
landlords in their present position 
were relatively far worse off than the 
agricultural labourers. In the County of 
Norfolk there were only 13 country 
gentlemen, as they were commonly 
stylied, who were able to live in their 
own houses. That seemed to him to be 
a matter for serious consideration, and it 
should show that when the hon. Member 
for Northampton suggested the laying of 
fresh burdens on the landlords, he was 
proposing the putting of the saddle on 
the wrong horse. He thought it was 
the bounden dutv of the Government to 
put a stop to the fraudulent sale of foreign 
food as English food. It could be done 
by the Government in a few days by 
something like the extei sion of the Mer- 
chandise Marks Act to foreign food. 
The right hon. Member for the Dartford 
Division of Kent (Sir William Hart- 
Dyke) had got a place for a Bill by 
which he proposed penalties for the frau- 
dulent sale of fruit. But he should like 
to see a Bill for preventing the fraudulent 
sale of foreign meat and foreign cheese 
for English meat and cheese. Some hon. 
Members might say that that was im- 
possible. He thought it could be douQ 
by a Bill providing that every man deal- 
ing in a wholesale way in foreign carcases 
should be bound to keep an account of 
his receipts and expenditure, and be 
bound to submit these accounts to an 
Inspector appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture or by the County Councils; 
and furthermore that those who sold 
these articles by retail in shops should be 
bound to clearly distinguish home and 
foreign supplies. These provisions would 
in no way afiect the honest dealers, while 
they would tend to compel the dishonest 
dealer to act honestly. Then he wished 
to see further restrictions to p: event the 
importation of cattle disease amongst 
our fiocks and herds. He wanted to 
have the cattle and sheep slaughtered at 
the port of debarkation, and the fullest 
compensation paid to those who had their 
cattle and sheep slaughtered for the 
safety of their neighbours' flocks and 



599 



Address in 



{COMMONS} 



Answer io Her 



6oa 



berds. He entreated the GoTenunent to 
deal promptlj with these matters. The 
Goveroment had excelleDt advisers in 
their owd Minister of Agricaltnre and in 
the officials who acted with him, and 
under those circomstances it woold be 
onl J the foUr of procrastination to refer 
the qnes^tion to a Select Committee. He 
could a.«$sure the Government that unless 
something was done, and done quickly, 
to relieve the wide-spread depression in 
agriculture a feeling of great disappoint- 
ment would arise amongst the agricul- 
tural population of the North with which 
he was acquainted, which would develope 
into a feeling of wrath against the Go- 
vernment that thev would find it difficult 
to withstand. He begged to move his 
Amendment. 

Mr. a. F. JEFFREYS (Hants, 
Basingstoke) seconded the Amendment. 
He said he should have thought that 
everybody, not only in the House, but 
every resident of towns and cities, as 
well as of country districts, knew that the 
agricultural depression of the last few 
years was the greatest the country ever 
had experienced. They had had for some 
time past many bad years, but last year 
there was a climax, for the hay crop 
failed, the prices of sheep and cattle were 
lower than they had been for years, and 
the price of wheat went down to a degree 
it never reached before in the history of 
the country. How did the Government 
propose to give relief to those affected 
by this unprecedented depression in agri- 
culture ? They promised an inquiry, as 
if an inquiry could do any good when it 
was patent to everybody that the depres- 
sion was as severe as it could possibly 
be. It had been said that the low prices 
of agricultural piroduce was due to the 
excess of home production. But that 
could not be the cause of the low price 
of wheat, because the production of wheat 
had been getting lower and lower every 
year. During the past ten years the pro- 
duction of wheat had decreased by half 
a million acres. It was still going 
down, and possibly the country would 
have to face a state of things in which 
the growing of wheat would be given up 
altogether. During the same ten years 
the population had increased by no less 
than 3,000,000, so that we had a large 
increase of the population with a large 
decrease of the acreage devoted to rais- 
ing food for that population. It was 

Mr. Wharton 



most important for the country to realise 
that they imported most of their 
food. They only produced 7,000,000 
quarters of wheat in the country^ 
while they imported 20,000,000 quar- 
ters, and he considered it a lament- 
able thing that the home trade in wheat 
should have gone down so much that they 
were compelled to depend almost entirely 
on foreign countries for that commoditv. 
If agriculturists got some relief from 
their local burdens, possibly their great 
industry would revive again and they 
would be able not only to provide food 
for the country but give employment to 
the vast number of laboivers who lived 
by the land. He did not at all agree 
with the Mover of the Address (Mr. 
George Lambert) when he said that in 
noany parts of England the rents were 
altogether too high. He knew that in 
his own county rents had gone down 50 
per cent., and he should say that through- 
out the whole country, taking arable and 
grazing land together, the reduction in 
rents amounted to 40 per cent. He would 
ask the house to reflect on what other 
countries had done for agriculture. Agri- 
culture was in a state of decline through- 
out the world, but other countries had 
recognised the fact that agriculture was 
their greatest industry, so some of then» 
gave protection to home produce, and 
others went so far as to give bounties to> 
those who produced the food of the 
country. He could not ask the House 
to do that — ^he knew the benefit of cheap 
food — ^but he asked them to relieve the 
agriculturists from some of their local 
taxation. Take the land tax for instance* 
A good deal of that tax had been 
redeemed, but at present it brought in 
£1,050,000 to the Imperial Exchequer* 
He did not ask that the tax should be 
remitted altogether, but he did ask that it 
should be given to the County Councils 
for the reduction of the rates of the 
counties in which it was levied, and in 
doing that the Government would be 
only following to some extent the prece- 
dent given them by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer of the late Government- 
He hoped they would be able to induce 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to give them this land tax also for the- 
relief of local burdens, and he was sure 
that unless something of the kind was 
done the land would continue to go out 
of cultivation, and the number of labourers 
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thrown out of employment would increase 
jear after year. The farmers could not 
afford in many instances to work the land 
properly. They were obliged by their 
poverty to starve the land, and he greatly 
feared agriculture would go from bad to 
worse unless something was done by the 
Government to relieve the depression. 

Amendment proposed, 

At the end of the Qaestion to add the words 
•*but thia House humbly expresses its regret 
that no measures are announced by Your 
Majesty for the present relief of those who are 
affected by the existing wide-spread depression 
in Agriculture; either by means of i-eadjust- 
iment of local burdens or otherwise." — f J^r. 
WAarioiL) 

Question proposed, "That those words 
1)0 there added/^ 

•Mr. R. L. EVERETT (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) said he had the dis- 
^vantage of being one of the few 
members of the House who endeavoured 
to earn their livelihood by the pursuit 
4of farming, and he could assure the 
House that what had been said about 
»the great depression in agriculture had 
cot been in the slightest degree ex- 
:aggerated. The Eastern Counties, from 
which he came, felt the depression in its 
acutest form. It was indeed lamentable 
to see the sad state into which our oldest 
industry had fallen there. Only on Satur- 
'day he read in the East Anglian Daily 
Times the letter of a Commissioner sent 
hj that paper to inquire into the state of 
agriculture in the county of Suffolk. 
Writing of one parish with which he — 
the Commissioner — had been acquainted 
personally 14 years before, he said that 
:some of the farms had had five tenants 
in succession since 1879, all of whom had 
been broken, and there was not a single 
.instance throughout that district of 14 
parishes (it was near Lowestoft) of a 
farm being now in the possession of the 
family which occupied it 14 years ago. 
He read in the same paper an account 
-of the sad suicide of a farmer, and he was 
sorry to say that suicide was now be- 
coming a very common form of death in 
the Eastern Counties amongst occupiers 
-of land owing to the great depression in 
agriculture. The change for the worse 
which had come over agriculture was 
:almost incredible. Many in that House 
•could remember, as he could, the time 
when agriculture was one of the most 
:Jourishing industries in the country. 
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Large fortunes, it was true, were never 
made by farmers as they were in trade, 
but during the time of which he spoke 
all farmers who gave reasonable attention 
to their business could at least make both 
ends meet and put by a little for their 
families. For years and years during the 
earlier time of his recollection, the Jbank- 
rupty of a farmer was a thing almost un- 
known. But for the last 15 years the 
industry had been steadily declining, and 
now many farmers, honest, industrious, 
careful men, had been reduced to 
beggary, and not a few of them, broken 
hearted by their troubles, had taken 
their own lives as being the readiest 
means of escape from their misfortunes. 
He was, iheiefore, glad that the Govern- 
ment had mentioned the agricultural 
depression in the Queen's Speech, be- 
cause sympathy was very sweet to people 
in trouble, though they of course would 
be glad of more substantial aid. He 
was fully convinced that the depression 
from which agriculturists suffered might 
be prevented, and that it was entirely 
and easily within the power of the 
Government, if they were so minded, 
to lift the dreadful cloud which now 
hangs over the agricultural districts of 
the country. To cure a disease we must 
understand it. He was sure that the 
relief of the present depression was not 
to be found in altering the law of tenure 
as between tenant and landowner, nor in 
dividing the rate between owners and 
occupiers, nor was it to be found in giving 
the tenant additional security in his farm. 
The County Liberal Members had drawn 
up a long list of measures, a list nearly 
as long as his arm, dealing with 
agricultural law, which they would like 
to see passed. He would be glad to 
help them to pass those measures. But 
he as a yeoman farmer was already in 
possession of all those advantages which 
some of his hon. Friends proposed to 
give to tenants by legislation. He was 
sorry to say, however, that as a farmer 
he was bankrupt. The proposed reforms 
would not more than touch the great 
depression under which they were 
suffering, neither was the cure to be 
found in lowering rents. They must, 
indeed, continue to come down. But 
rents were somebody's income, and the 
fall of rents was part of the prevailing 
distress — a very painful part — but by 
no means its cure. The hon. Gen- 
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tleman who moved the Ameudment 
was quite right whea he said that the 
real cause of their distress was the fall 
in prices. There could be no doubt that 
that and that alone was the cause of the 
stransre alteration in their condition. 
What they wanted to understand was 
what was the cause of that fall in prices, 
and he had satisfied himself that what 
they were suffering from was the re- 
appearance of an old disease, a disease 
with which their fathers in their youth, 
and their grandfathers, were very familiar. 
They would find the name of it again 
and again in the agricultural literature of 
the first half of this century. The 
disease, which often raged then, was 
called contraction of the currency. 
Doctors liked to give grand names to 
diseases, the English of this name was — 
scarcity of money, a famine of money. 
The symptoms of the disease, too, were 
described in manv books of the 
period. Among the descriptions he 
had met with of those symptoms was 
one which came from the merchants and 
bankers of Loudon, and was presented to 
this House as a Petition in May, 1819, as 
followa :— 

" Your petitioners have reason to apprehend 
that measures are in contemplation with refer- 
ence to the resumption of cash payments by 
the Bank of England, which, in the humble 
opinion of your petitioners, will tend to a forced, 
precipitate, and highly injurious contraction of 
the currency of the country. That the conse- 
quences of such a contraction will be, as your 
petitioners humbly conceive, to add to the 
burden of the Public Debt, greatly to increase 
the pressure of the taxes, to lower the value of 
all landed ami commercial property, seriously 
to affect and embarrass both public and private 
credit, to embarrass and raluce all the opera- 
tions of agriculture, manufiicture, and commerce, 
and to throw out of emi)loymeut, as in 1816, a 
great proiiortion of the industrious and labour- 
ing classes of the community." 

The symptoms of the disease were five 
in number. First, a general fall in prices 
necessarily followed ; secondly, by a loss 
of profit on the part of those who were 
engaged in industry. That, again, 
thirdly, led to a reduction of wages ; and, 
besides, fourthly, to a lessening of em- 
ployment, an even more serious evil 
to working men than reduction of wages. 
Lastly, there was a serious aud most un- 
just interference with contracts, and a 
cruel addition to the burden of debts. 
Every man with a mortgage or other 
charge on his estate, every leaseholder, 
too, found the interest on his mortgage 
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or the rent he had contracted to pay, a 
much heavier and more serious matter 
to him than before. What he paid with 
ease before became to him now a ruinous 
charge, and he foimd, through no fault 
whatever of his own, himself landed in 
bankruptcy. He had b3en studying with 
muoh interest lately the agricultural 
history of the present century. It was 
full of meaning to anyone who would 
calmly and patiently consider its teachings. 
It spoke with a voice clear aud emphatic. 
The student of the agricultural history 
of this century would find that outside 
of the natural causes of good and bad 
seasons afiTecting agricultural prosperity 
or adversity, two other great factors had. 
played an important part — those were- 
Corn Laws aud Currency Laws. The 
first of these he would find comparatively 
weak and impotent, the second all-power- 
ful, and, indeed, almost almighty. He 
would expect, probably, with modern 
notions in his head, that when he came 
to the time early in the century when the 
Corn Laws were imposed, namely, to 1815, 
that the imposition of those Corn Lawfi 
was followed by a great rise in prices ; 
but he would find, to his astonishment 
and amazement, that no such result fol- 
lowed, but that instead, after the imposi- 
tion of the Corn Laws, taking an average 
of a few years, prices were actually lower 
aud considerably lower, instead of being 
higher. The Corn Laws entirely failed to 
bring about the object which their pro- 
moters had in view when they imposed 
them. The student would find that the 
first Corn Law of 1815 aimed at keeping 
the price of wheat at SOs. a quarter, but 
that under it the price of wheat in 1822 
fell to 44s. ; and that all the time the 
law of 1815 and the still stronger law of 
1822 lasted, the average price was lower, 
much lower, than before the Corn Laws 
were imposed at all. The next Com Law, 
passed in 1828, aimed at keeping the 
price at 64s. a quarter, and again misseil 
its mark ; the last aimed at keeping it at 
56s. a quarter, and also failed to accom- 
plish its purpose. Then they came to 
the time when the Com Laws were 
repealed, namely, to 1846 ; and to the 
astonishment of the generation of farmers 
who were cultivating the land at the 
time, and of the land-owning classes, aud 
who looked forward with great appre- 
hension to the efiect of the repeal of 
the Corn Laws ; instead of that repeal 
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being followed by agricultural niiu, it 
was followed by the longest and most 
continuous period of agricultural pro- 
sperity that this century had ever known. 
Prices fell after repeal for a few years, 
and there was some agricultural suffering 
in consequence, but they soon lifted 
again, and with the rise began a 
prosperity which continued unbroken 
for fully a quarter of a century. 
That showed them that the factor of the 
Corn Laws did not play the part that 
might have been expected in produc- 
ing agricultural prosperity,- and he would 
commend that fact to the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, who looked now to the 
imposition of a duty for a return to agri- 
cultural prosperity. The duties imposed 
by the past Corn Laws were no beggarly 
5s. a quarter duties. They were very 
high duties indeed, or else absolute pro- 
hibition, yet they absolutely failed to 
give continuous prosperity to agriculture. 
The period of the Corn Laws was a time 
in which there was very great distress 
and very cruel suffering in agriculture, 
and, on the whole, the 30 years that 
followed the repeal of the Corn Laws 
were a great deal more prosperous than 
the 31 years during which the Corn 
Laws lasted. Now they came to the 
other of those two great factors of which he 
had spoken — namely, the Currency Laws, 
t.e., laws affecting the quanjtity of money 
in circulation ; and here, he might say, 
the honest, impartial student would ^find 
was the real key to the agricultural 
position of the century. When there was 
an abundant supply of money, agriculture 
flourished ; when that supply was cut off, 
then distress set in. In 1797 the Bank of 
England suspended cash payments till the 
conclusion of the war, and the ordinary 
money in circulation while the war lasted 
consisted of £1 and £2 notes, which notes 
were inconvertible, and it was the abim- 
dant supply of these inconvertible notes, 
poured out between 1797 and 1815, 
which led to the high prices and to the 
great prosperity both of agriculture and 
manufacture and commerce during that 
period. It was popularly supposed that it 
was war which caused those high prices. 
But, as a matter of fact, at that time 
England was an exporting rather than an 
importing country. We gave bounties at 
that time to encourage the growth of wheat 
for exportation. In the 18th century war 
in Europe lowered instead of raised 



English prices. It was the abundance 
of money from 1797 to 1815 that caused 
the range of prices over that period to 
be so high. Then they came to 1816. 
That was a year of dreadful distress in 
the country, and why was that ? It was 
a very wet harvest that year, but that 
was not the cause of the distress. 
It was a fall in prices that caused it. 
What caused the fall ? Why, \mder the 
arrangement by which the inconvertible 
notes had been in circulation during the 
wars, it was stipulated that at the con- 
clusion of peace, after the lapse of so many 
mouths, they were to be called in, or made 
convertible on demand into hard cash,, 
and it was the apprehension of these notes 
l)eing called in that led to the fall and 
the distress. In 1817 the Govern- 
ment postponed for two years the return 
to cash payments. Immediately they 
had done that, and immediately bankers 
were so allowed again to pour out the 
paper money plentifully, without fear of its 
being immediately called in, prices rose 
again, and the dreadful depression of 
1816 was succeeded by twoyears of great 
prosperity. Then they came to 1819, 
when the measure was. passed for the 
return to cash payments, and when it 
was ordered that they should be resumed, 
he thought in the beginning of 1820 or 
1821, and the small notes were to come 
in in 1823. Then began anera of dis- 
tress frightful to read of. The lowest 
depth of the distress to the agricultural 
classes was reached in 1822. The country 
generally was plunged into wholesale 
bankruptcy. It was said that something 
like half the farmers and traders in the 
United Kingdom were ruined in the years 
1819, 1820, 1821, and 1822. It was in 
1819 that the Peterbo massacre took 
place. The whole country was in 
grievous and lamentable trouble caused — 
mark, not by a rise, but by a fall in prices.. 
Everybody's industry was becoming un- 
profitable to him. Employers being 
ruined, men stood about in their thousands 
unemployed ; it was the fall in prices 
caused by the great contraction in the 
supply of money and credit that all 
produced the appalling misery. So great 
had the distress become in 1822 that in 
1823 Her Majesty's Government gave 
the small notes 10 years more of life 
before they finally were to come in, and 
immediately they did that things 
lifted again, and a better state of things 
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was brought about in the countrj. He 
would step on to 1829. The Parliament 
anticipated the 10 years which in 1823 
they had given the notes further to 
run, and, frightened by a great failure 
of banks which occurred in 1825, they 
agreed in 1826 that no more stamps 
should be issued for small notes, and that 
the notes which were circulating should 
cease to run when 1829 came. In that 
year they had all the same trouble over 
a<^ain — another fall in prices, and the 
country groaning from end to end with 
misery, misery which continued through 
many weary suffering years. In 1833 
there was anotl^er inquiry into agricul- 
tural distress ; there had been one in 
1820 to 1821 and 1822, and that distress 
was shown in both cases to have had its 
origin in the lower scale of prices which 
prevailed, which lower scale was due, as 
we have seen, to contraction iti the supply 
of money. He could quote, if he was 
not afraid of trespassing unduly on the 
patience of the House, the words of 
statesman after statesman living in 
those times, such as Sir James Graham, 
Earl Stanhope, Mr. AttwooJ, the then 
Member for Birmingham, Lord John 
Russell, &c., to the effect tfcat it was the 
change in the Money Laws which had 
caused the fall and the consequent dis- 
tress. The only other legislation 
Affecting money which he would men- 
tion was the Bill of Sir Robert Peel, 
passed in 1844, called the Bank Restric- 
tion Act, an Act which still further 
limited the issue of notes. That did 
not cause a contraction anything like 
,BO large as those passed in the earlier 
part of the century ; but it was a measure 
in the same direction, and the country 
was full of difficulty and sorrow then. 
That was the time when the Chartists 
were in activity, and when the coun- 
try was very much disturbed through the 
bitter sufferings which the people endured. 
All the way through, practically, from 
1819 to the great gold discoveries which 
beo'an in 1849, there was more or less of 
misery in this country both in agricul- 
ture and manufactures — misery often 
dreadful to read of. Coming, to the 
gold discoveries, we begin a new era. 
As the earth yielded up the new-found 
treasure, as the money came pouring in 
from Australia and California, there 
l)eo'an to be a new life infused into 
the industries of the country, alike 
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in agriculture and in commerce ; 
and in the whole history of 
mankind, so far as he knew, there was no 
parallel to the prosperity that was then 
enjoyed by the civilised nations of the 
earth, say from 1853 to 1873. The 
cause of that extraordinary and mar- 
vellous progress was the pouring out of 
this abundant supply of new money. Yet 
notwithstanding this clear teaching of 
history as to the blessings which abun- 
dant money brought, and the evils which 
limiting the supply of it brought, he had 
reason to fear that there were Gentlemen 
and even right hon. Gentlemen in that 
House sitting not far from him who did 
not believe in the contraction of the sup- 
ply of money being an evil, and the in- 
crease in its abundance being a good. 
Doubtless they would have prevented 
these gold discoveries if they could. 
Thank God that had not been in their 
power. He begged the House to mark 
that the gold discoveries did not bring 
cheapness, which now-a-days was sup- 
posed to be the chief of all bless ings. 
Prices lifted when the new gold was 
poured out, and it was the increase of 
prices, not the fall of prices, that made 
all that prosperity. He repeated, that 
the fact that abundance of money was a 
benefit, and contraction of its supply an 
evil, was a truth written upon the pages 
of the history, of this century as with a 
beam of light. Then they came to the 
last period in the monetary history of 
this century, that which began in 1873. 
Then began a movement which was not 
new in kind, but new in the form which 
it took. It was paper money, which had 
been the object of attack before. It 
was sought now to dispense with the 
use of one of the two precious metals. 
Allured by the idea that the gold standard 
in England had something to do with her 
previous prosperity, German statesmen 
after the war, and when they had a num* 
ber of separate States, with separate coin- 
ages, to weld into one Empire, determined 
that they would have a new currency, and 
a new standard, and that that new cur* 
rency and standard should be gold. That 
step having been taken by Germany , 
a step was taken in the United States which 
stood alone in the history of monetary 
legislation. A fraud was committed, 
probably bought and paid for by capitalists* 
money — he had read that the fraud was 
engineered from London. A few words 
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were omitted out of one clause of a 
Statute that was going through the 
Houses of Parliament in America — the 
words " silver dollar " — so that when 
that Act was passed it was no longer 
legal to coin silver dollars, and another 
clause was interpolated in another Act 
passed the next year, which limited the 
legal tender of silver, as in England, to 
£2. The United States was on paper 
monej at the time, cash payments not 
having then been resumed after her Civil 
War. The President did not know that 
these things were in the Statutes when 
he signed them. This enormous 
change in the law as to money was 
not discussed in the Houses of 
Parliament in America ; it was not 
known to the Houses of Parliament 
that enormous changes were being made, 
and one could not escape from the con- 
clusion that there was a hand behind 
somewhere — that there was monev found 
by somebody to bribe somebody to get 
this thing done for a purpose, and what 
that purpose was soon became apparent. 
For France, frightened at the action of 
Germany, and not being friendly disposed 
to her after the war, and learning what 
had been done, in the United States 
against silver, began to modify the 
conditions under which she received silver 
into her Mints in such a way as to dis- 
parage silver as compared with gold. 
Then, in a few years she closed her Mints 
against the white metal, and thus broke 
the bond which had hitherto kept silver 
and gold in marriage union. It was the 
most disastrous and memorable divorce 
recorded in the whole history of mankind. 
From this time, nation after nation began 
to bar the use of one of the two precious 
metals to its sul>jects, and to confine the 
full free use to the other, thus putting 
a much greater strain upon that one. The 
natural effect was that as the area over 
which the use of gold alone was allowed 
full use extended the value of gold was 
forced up, to the great enrichment of its 
owners, and prices measured by gold 
were correspondingly forced down. To 
his mind, this action against silver, seeing 
that every step in it had been taken by 
legislation, could only accurately be 
described as the protection of gold. How 
could they protect an article better than 
by restricting by law the free competi- 
tion of that which had been accustomed 
to compete with it ? He had been very 



much struck by a remark he read a year 
or two since, which fell from the lips of 
his honoured Leader on this matter. He 
was an ardent admirer of his right hon. 
Friend ; no one had worked harder to 
bring him into power, no one followed 
his political lead with more hearty will- 
ingness, but in this case he had felt that 
his great Leader was entirely in the 
wrong. Speaking of bi-metallism, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that '^ it was 
protection in disguise." He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had been a 
little blinded in his judgment by the fact 
that the late, the first, and very compe- 
tent Minister of Agriculture, who had 
discharged so well the duties of his office, 
and who was an advocate of protection^ 
had been advocating bi-metallism. To de- 
scribe it as "protection" was as grotesque 
and false a description as was possible. 
It was, indeed, the direct opposite of the 
truth. What bi-metallists wanted was to 
break down the monopoly of gold ; to 
have Mints as free as ports ; to treat 
both metals exactly alike, coining both, 
freely at the Mints, not giving one legis- 
lative preference in any way over the 
other. It was against the protection of 
gold that they protested, a protection 
which, as its area had extended from 
nation to nation during the last 20 years, 
had spread ruin amongst the great indus- 
tries of all gold standard countries. 
Farmers to-day in all gold standard coun- 
tries were the victims of protection, not 
of Free Trade, of the protection of gold, 
the commodity for which they exchange 
all their products, and with which alone 
they could pay their way. His right 
hon. Friend's gross misdescription of our 
desire for free coinage reminded him of 
the old fable of the wolf and the lamb. 
It was the farmer who had reason to cry 
out against the protection which was 
ruining him. This modem cruel con- 
traction of money and the unnatural 
forcing up of the value of gold had been 
the means of inflicting enormous injury 
and privation and most bitter suffering 
on large numbers of perfectly innocent 
people in different parts of the world. 
He earnestly hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would yet be able, before he 
finished his great career, to crown- it 
with the noble work of placing the 
currency of this country on a sound and 
broad foundation ; so removing the evils 
which now existed as between the money 
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of India and the money of England, by 
making both of their monies one, and 
insuring that whatever of gold and silver 
might be stored up in the earth, men 
should be allowed free access to it, to 
coin it into money, to put it into their 
pockets, and to circulate it through all 
the channels of industry and trade with 
happy effect. It was his firm belief that 
if the right hon. Gentleman would do 
this, the deplorable depression now rest- 
ing upon many of our great industries, 
both here and in our colonies, would 
immediately begin to lift, and happy 
prosperity would take its place. 

•Mr. a. M. ©ROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye) said he rose for the purpose of 
supporting the Amendment of his hon. 
Friend, and he would like, before touch- 
ing upon the question which it raised, to 
take that opportunity, as a Sussex Mem- 
ber, of returning thanks to the Member 
who in the previous part of the Debate 
had spoken so kindly of the late Sir 
Walter Barttelot. He, for his part, 
could say that lie should always miss the 
late Baronet's riye judgment and experi- 
ence, and should always be proud to 
follow his example in all that con- 
cerned the public life and traditions 
of that House. He fully shared 
the regret which had been ex- 
pressed at the absence from Her 
Majesty's Gracious Speech of any pro- 
posal of definite measures for deal- 
ing with the present lamentable condition 
of the agricultural industry. One point, 
however, had been gained, and that was 
the evident willingness of all parties 
in the country, including Her Ma- 
jesty's Government, to admit that they 
were in the presence of a serious 
crisis, although some might be uncertain 
as to the measures to be adopted to co[)e 
with it. He thought most moderate men 
would agree that it was extremely desir- 
able to avoid on that occasion anv arsru- 
ment that might make the existing 
situation more bitter as regards relations 
between landlord and tenant, or }>etween 
tenant and labourer. If they were 
once to compare who was most en- 
titled to sympathy, or who was 
most entitled to immediate legislation, 
they would find beyond dispute that 
the tenant fanner, the occupier, 
had suffered a great deal more 
heavily than either the owner or 
. tiller of the soil. Of late in these 



agricultural debates each class had been 
represented. He was glad to notice 
the hon. Member for the North 
West Division of Norfolk in his place, 
and he was glad to hear two 
speeches from hon. Members who had 
been returned to the House as tenant 
farmers, but there was no striking 
similarity between those two speeches, 
except in one important particular, which 
he would mention presently. The hon. 
Member for the South Molton Division of 
Devonshire was, he believed, intended as a 
representative of the tenant farmers, but 
he judged from his speech either that he 
had suffered less than other tenant farmers, 
or else that, from some very powerful con- 
siderations, he refrained from stating 
the full extent and cause of his 
misfortunes. He very much preferred 
listening to the able and pmctical speech 
of the hon. Member for the Woodbridge 
Division of Suffolk. The Member for 
South Molton could hardly be serious 
in some of his argument**, especially 
when he spoke of vexatious disturbance 
in tenancv or tenure as one of the causes 
of depression and as one of the dis- 
turbing elements. The hon. Gentleman 
might have answered hjm very practically 
by pointing to a certain tract of land in 
his own county. A correspondent of 
the Standard had investigated the 
circumstance in that county, and 
amongst other things he showed in a 
communication published in December 
last, that along the coach road from 
Newmarket to Te<lford, in a drive of 
twenty miles, one could not see a single 
acre of land that was tenanted. It was 
from no want of fix it v of tenure that 
these lands were not tenante<l ; and when 
thev had these waste lands on the one 
hand, and large numbers of unem- 
ployed on the other, he did not think 
it should be l)eyond the power of 
statesmanship to bring one to bear 
upon the other. The hon. Memlier 
for South Molton also spoke of exor- 
bitant rents, but the hon. Member for 
the Woodbridge Division sufiiciently dis- 
posed of that argument, by saying that he 
did not pay rent at all, because he owned 
his own land ; and he would poii.t out to 
the hon. Gentleman that plenty of land 
was to be got for nothing, except the 
obligation of paying some small cliarges 
upon it. He thought the Mover of the 
Address had mentioned two causes of 
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the present depression with which 
the whole House was disposed to agree — 
one was the incidence of local taxation 
and the other was the exorbitance of 
railway rates. On both these points he 
hoped the hon. Member would use his 
influence with the Government and assist 
Members on the Opposition side to press 
these matters and secure speedy legisla- 
tion. The railway rates legislation of 
the late Government had had, unquestion- 
•ably, just the result it was not intended to 
iiave, and he trusted the railway com- 
panies would agree to make further 
legislation unnecessary, and that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite would join in try- 
ing to obtain a more rational state 
of things. The point that induced 
him to address the House at all 
on this Amendment was that the 
Mover of the Address avoided most 
studiously the essential element in the 
agricultural situation. He asked whether 
it was fair to engage in what was called 
•an exhaustive discussion of the situation 
without taking into account the very 
.first element that affected it — that of 
foreign competition. They might hold 
<liffereut opinions as to how they 
should deal with it, and they might 
hold different ideas as to the ex- 
pediency of expressing the opinions 
that they did hold, but to say nothing 
on the subject of foreign com[>eti- 
tion seemed to him not only illogical 
but disingenuous as well. The Member 
for South Molton said the foreigner 
-enjoyed advantages over the producer at 
home in respect to land-tenure and rail- 
way rates, but he did not venture to 
follow up the subject any further. He 
Lad, however, referred to thot^e who 
had made *^ fallacious promises'* with 
regard io Protection. If hon. Membeis 
opposite put into their mouths the 
word "Protection," which not half 
A dozen on this side of the House 
had ever us«l, and if then Protection was 
explained as synonymous with dear bread, 
•and if it was further explained that it was 
because it was synonymous with dear 
bread he and his collea^irues wanted to im- 
pose it, it was certainly not difficult to prove 
in that case that they were the enemies 
of the people. They asked, however, to 
1)0 allowed to tell their own story in this 
matter. They on their side had taken an 
interest — ^a painful interest — in the pre- 
sent condition of agriculture, and they 



had come to the conclusion that 85 
per cent. — or, perhaps, 90 per cent. — 
of the farmers of the country had come 
to ; the same conclusion at which the 
Agricultural Conference — the largest and 
most representative body to which he could 
refer — ^liad come to, that the main and chief 
cause of the existing trouble was the un- 
restricted importation of untaxed, unrated 
labour-competing foreign products. And, 
having arrived at this conclusion, 
they had inquired into the system 
of taxation, to see whether it 
really was too sacred a thing to be capable 
of any improvement. He would like 
hon. Gentlemen to rise and tell them 
that system was perfect. The revenues 
of this country were raised by the 
imposition of duties on the breakfast 
and dinner tables, and on the beer and 
tobacco of the poorest classes — the work- 
ing men. He took the case of beer, and 
it was not the least important. It could 
scarcely be denied that the agricultural 
classes — the farmers, labourers, but the 
barley-growers and hop-growers more 
particularly -^ would derive very much 
more benefit from a different arrangement 
of the Beer Tax. The present Excise 
Duty on beer had the effect of making 
that beer bad, and it gave no en- 
coinagement whatever to the barley 
or hop industries. With a tax on 
foreign barley and hops they would not 
have to complain of 20 miles of waste 
tracts. On the contrary, they would 
be cultivated and worked by remunera- 
tive tillage, and many thousands 
of persons would find employment 
— men, women, and children. They 
only asked that when they advo- 
cated any moderate or temperate reforms 
of this' character they should not be mis- 
lepresented. They were fortunately dis- 
cussing the question now in an Assembly 
where argument and assertion could be 
contradicted if deemed necessary, and he 
hoped any hon. Gentleman who could 
contradict his arguments or assertions 
would not hesitate to do so. He was of 
opinion that the poor people in the dis- 
tricts where depression existed and 
where land was going to waste, 
sympathised with his arguments, and 
did not look upon his friends as enemies 
because they ventured to |>oiut out what 
they saw for themselves. It had been said 
they wanted to place a fixed duty on wheat, 
but neither the Agricultural Unionnorany 
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Members with whom he was personally 
acquainted advocated a fixed duty at 
all. They had, however, advocated, 
as Sir Robert Peel had done, a sliding 
scale. If the Minister for Agriculture 
was in a position to prove that the 
imposition of a duty on cereals must 
effect a rising in the price of bread, he 
should be able to prove that when the 
price of wheat was ruinously low, the 
price of bread became advantageously 
cheap. If wheat was cheap, so should 
be the price of bread. Instead of being 
so, it was dearer than it had been for a 
considerable length of time. But he would 
emphasise before the House that the 
enhancement of the price of wheat need 
not mean the enhancement of the price 
of bread. The price of bread at present 
corresponded with what it should be if 
the price of wheat was 40s. per quarter, 
and he believed the farmers of the 
country would see a remunerative in- 
vestment for their capital, if wheat 
stood at that figure. In the speech 
from the Throne, a Parliamentary 
inquiry had been promised into 
the whole subject of agricultural 
depression. He could only say that he 
should view such an inquiry with sus- 
picion, and with more particular suspicion, 
if it excluded from his purview a review 
of our fiscal system which he believed to 
be at the bottom of the present trouble. 
He should look with less anxiety to the 
inquiry that was to be held and to the 
whole policy Her Majesty's Government 
would pursue towards agriculture if they 
had not selected this unfortunate mo- 
ment to degrade the Minister of Agricul- 
ture from the place he formerly occupied 
in the Cabinet. He could not altogether 
join in all the commendations which had 
been heaped upon the present occupant 
of that post, and he only hoped that the 
right hon. Gentleman hereafter would 
earn the reputation which, up to the 
present, he had done nothing to deserve. 
He (Mr. Brookfield) would vote for the 
Amendment to show his dissatisfaction 
at the announcement made in the Speech 
from the Thorne, and as a protest against 
the attitude of the Government in 
promising legislation upon various sub- 
jects in which the people of England 
took no interest whatever, while only 
vaguely hinting at an inquiry into a 
matter which vitally concerned the whole 
of the United Kingdom. 

Mr. A. M, Brookfield 



•Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen^ 
shire, W.) said the hon. Gentleman who 
had moved the Amendment had made 
as strong an attack as his amiable nature 
would permit on the policy of Her 
Majesty^s Government, and had sug* 
gested remedies which would doubtless- 
come under the careful consideration <rf* 

the Commission that he (Dr. Farquhar- 
son) was glad to hear that this Govem«» 
ment had decided to appoint. He would 
follow the example of the hon. Gentle- 
man, and refrain from entering into th» 
question of local burdens, for that was a 
question that affected the English farmer 
more than the Scotch, they, in the 
North, having already reached that 
" consummation devoutly to be wished, '* 
in which the taxation was paid half by 
the owner and half by the occupier. It 
was said by the Mover of the Address 
that rents were still being forced up by 
the competition which was going on for 
land. He (Dr. Farquharson) could back 
up that statement to a certain lextenf, 
and he had no doubt the contradiction 
given by the right hon. Gentleman the 
late Leader of the House (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour) was due to the fact that he 
lived in a county of large farms where 
competition had ceased. In his (Dr. 
Farquharson's) part of the county, whea 
a small farm with a modest rent was put 
into the market there was fierce com- 
petition for it, the result being undue 
inflation of rent, which the incoming 
tenant frequently found himself unable to- 
pay. He was glad the hon. Member 
who moved the Amendment, had not 
said anything aboiit Protection. He had 
been expecting to see, peeping through 
the fleece of this conservation, the woir» 
tail of Protection. The hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down had hinted 
at it, and would like to call it by some 
other name. He (Dr. Farquharson) 
preferred to call it by its proper name, 
and the farmers of the North were 
determined that at all events they would 
have nothing to do with Protection. 
They had entirely repudiated it as » 
heresy which was now dead — a heresy a» 
dead as Queen Anne, or as a door nail^ 
or as any other method of expressing 
physical extinction, and he was sorry t<^ 
say that his weak intellect was unable to. 
follow the hon. Gentleman into the* 
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thornj juDgles of that difficult question, 
bimetalism. His own people did not 
care much about it. They appreciated 
gold and did not depreciate silver. They 
were glad enough to get either in these 
hard times. He was certain of this — 
they did not understand what the ques- 
tion really meant, and they had an idea 
that after all there was something in the 
nature of protection lurking round it. 
The Debate on the Queen^s Speech 
would have been depressing to agricul- 
tural Members if it had not been for the 
statement of the Mover of the Address 
which had given them some hope and 
inspired them with some confidence. 
They were told that they were to have a 
Committee or Commission of some kind 
to inquire into the present condition 
of agriculture, and he (Dr. Farquharson) 
had only risen to "heckle " the Minister 
for Agriculture on the matter. Was the 
Committee to be of an ambulatory or 
stationary kind ? Was it to go round 
the country taking evidence, and, above 
all, was Scotland to be included within 
the scope of the inquiry. He was sure 
that all who represented agricultural 
constituencies would have preferred to 
hear from the Government some definite 
indication that some Bill would have 
been brought forward for the relief of 
the agricultural distress, but at the same 
time it was generally dangerous to treat 
symptoms without having a full know- 
ledge of the causes which were at the 
bottom of the disease. He believed this 
was a sincere and conscientious, and he 
hoped it would be a successful, attempt 
to probe deeply — it was necessary to cut 
to the root — and find out in a practical 
manner what were the causes of agri- 
cultural distress. They should avoid 
quack remedies. They should endeavour 
to bring about some sound and search- 
ing legislation which would do all 
that legislation could do to meet 
the present very critical condition of 
affairs in the country. One of his prin- 
cipal objects in rising had been to ex- 
press his complete faith in the intentions 
of the Government on this important 
question. He believed that this inquiry 
was not to be what medical men would 
call an anaesthetic for benumbing popular 
clamour and stilling popular cries, but 
was to be a sincere and eonscientious 
and successful attempt to find out what 
the causes of this agricultural depression 



were, and to suggest some practical 
remedy. He hoped the inquiry wouldi 
be carried out at once, that it would be a 
rapid inquiry , and would report rapidly. So- 
far as his constituents were concerned 
the minimum they would accept would 
be an exhaustive inquiry into the failure- 
of the Agricultural Holdings Act, and 
the suggestion of some remedy, particu- 
larly for Scotland ; the suggestion of a 
means of retaining the rural population 
on the land ; a proposal for conferring 
some kind of compulsory power of pur- 
chase ; an extension of the Crofters* 
Act ; the establishment of some tribunal 
like the Land Court, by which rent» 
could be fixed and considered, and re- 
adjusted from time to 'time, and by means 
of which disputes between landlords and 
tenants could be satisfactorily arranged,, 
and along with that the small farmers 
wanted some kind of practical fixity of ten- 
ure, which would place them in the position 
in which the crofters had been placed by 
the excellent legislation of the Crofters* 
Act. He had faith in the good inten- 
tions of the Government, and he would 
conclude by saying that they would 
justify that faith by hurrying forward 
the inquiry and by initiating legislation 
of a character clear, far-reaching, com- 
prehensive, and drastic. 

Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Herts, St. 

Albans) said, that the hon. Member 

who had just sat down when he said that 

fixity of tenure would relieve depressioo 

in agriculture, found himself in direct 

contradiction with the hon. Member for 

the Woodbridge Division of Suffolk (Mr.. 

Everett) who had told them that he 

himself, although he enjoyed that 
advantage, had felt all the troubles which 
were now pressing on the agricultural 
community. The hon. Member who last 
spoke seemed to think that the suggestion 
of an alteration in the currency laws was 
suitable matter for comical or quasi- 
comical treatment. With that view he 
(Mr. Gibbs) could not agree, as the sub- 
ject appeared to him one of the most 
important which could possibly secure 
the attention of the House. He was 
much more in agreement with the hon» 
Member for the Woodbridge Division.. 
He agreed with the hon. Member in the 
sceptical tone he adopted in regard ta 
fixity of tenure, and he agreed with him. 
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a6 to the fail tu f>rtc«»c> b^io^ tbe mftin 
HUil importaui causi^ v>l: »^cttltiind 
troubles. It ut^t^ uo lir^^rament to show 
tliHt wht'u tht'tv wac^ coutLUUotts fttll in 
priot^ then» luits^ U^ a serious and 
Uau^t^eiviis vrtjiKiiuou of i^flkLrs amongst 
tlu»c |K\>pte wIk> were ett:^<re\l in pro- 
iluvin^ v.vuuiKKiitt\'s whioh were falling 
tu \HUK\ It' It were true that cheapness 



appreciation of gold had arisen from 
natural causes — that was from the over- 
production of commodities — bimetallism 
would have lessened the evil, because it 
would have given a larger volume of 
currency on which the depreciation on 
prices of commodities would have had to 
work. And there he was so thoroughly 
in agreement with the hou. Member for 



v»l' piKvc*. xveiv l>jk itself and in all cases i the Woodbridge Division when he urged 
x\i\ HivhautH;^e lo the eimimuuity^ he could | that the contraction of our currency was 



\»ul\ s*fc\ liidi the disoi^veries of gold in 
MvUkkuuv u> \%hioh the MeuilRT for the 



V\ vKKllwuli^e Ui\i>iimr\*ferreil would have it arose from abundance of commodities 



Usu v»uo ».>l: the greatest curses and 
k\UHtuiitv{^ th«t exer telliui this i^ouutrv — 
eviual to Hu\ wiu' or huv famine* Was 
thou' HUV luHK v»r ri^ht hou, i«entlemau 
\vUv» \vu.N so attiieluHl to low prices as to 
•>uuul up HUil >Hy that these Australian 
\l»>oo\\'rles were ^uch a curse to this 
ciMuitix !' K\erv one knew that thev 
baU bevu h U uetit lo us. If prices were 
U» .kUvi Hi hIU iiNiug priivs meant pro- 
i|H'H\ u» ihe couuirv, ami falling prices 
»»M ^»'Uiue» l( \YH.H Kvause he desired 
aUiluN ol price and Uvause he lH»Ueved 
(liHi u couM U' obtHimsl bv an altemtion 
lu ibc V'unvuv\> i^HWs^ that he would urge 
u|K»u d»o Viv^verumcut the pn>priety of 
u Aiu)K4tlkctic iHkusideratiou to any 
uuiiaIv wUiv'b it could Ih« shown would 
wuc pi'iuhiuiui rvUclf to the trade of the 
vouiiiiv. Hclore he HskiHl the House to 
<vtM o^lii \\\M Uiuicttalism would fiu'u is h 

.1. U iv '".t\ bo vwmld show how agricul- 
i PC IkuI Mi'K uhI under our monometallic 
.\ I via, 2iiul Uv»\\ it would have suffered 
U < . v'i iK^i HutlcrtHl at all under a 
h'liiri.i'lii' '»\'.icau Kverv one admitted 
tliii iluic K;ul Uvu depreciation of the 
[II Mv.^ ui ilu* staple couumHli ties of this 
iMiuiiv* Kut, curiously enough, there 
vsi IV -v'lnc vvlu> diil not admit that there 
It I I ^ivii H corrcs|KUiding appreciation 
»'i ,'»''il. k>iu lUc two propositions were 
I 111 .uiK\ UKic'v statetl in different 
u lu . W luij a UU4U went into a baker's 

liop iK» l»u\ H 4UHrtern loaf for 4d., 
ill' l»;kkoj buuxlii -Id. for the 
• |iti>iv}ii \yKii. Now, in so far as the 
a|»|« 1' uivuj v»l' jijold had arisen from tbe 
.u*ii(i,ii\ iuiiou of Ciovernmeuts who 
li.i.l vli |Hv«.J >ii\or from its use in the 
t u' 1 iu \, hikI bnd taken up gold, so far 
w '« i\\ IntiuialliMu Imvo protected us from 
iill iltv Ui>a.l\aut*fc>fc> which had arisen 
In ii.uU' mul comuuTce owing to the 
»U j>ii riutivui of prices. So far as 



the great evil of the situation. Cheap- 
ness was an advantage, no doubt, when 



being produced, but it was an evil when 
it arose from contraction of the currencv. 

m 

He would like to show how more directly 
agriculture had suffered through oiu* 
monometallic system than any other 
branch of iudustrv; Take the case of 
India. The Roval Commission in 1888 
unanimously reported that the purchasing 
price of the rupee had not fallen in India 
from 1873 to 1888. During that period 
the price of wheat in England had fallen 
verv heavilv indeed. Sow, he would 
ask hon. Members to observe — and he did 
so in reference to the suggestion that 
they were Protectionists in disguise — 
whether it was not really the mono- 
metallists who were protecting the Indian 
producer in this matter as against our 
own farmers. If thev admitted 

the truth of what the Royal 
Commission said, that the purchasing 
price of the nipee had not fallen, 
thev must see that the Indian farmer 
could produce and send to market his 
wheat at the same price as he coidd be- 
fore ; but owing to the fall in the price of 
silver as expressed in gold, which 
during that period had been, roughly 
speaking, 30 per cent., he was able to 
accept the price of 26s. pr 27s., and get 
as many rupees, and, therefore, as many 
advantages, in his own country as he 
could by selling wheat so many years 
ago for 40s. Compare that with the 
position of the roughest farmer, and 
they would see that his cost of produc- 
tion had been in no way lessened, but had 
remained practically the same, and that 
the fall in price from 40s. to 27s. had 
meant the difference to him between 
prosperity and ruin, and, in regard to 
many estates which had been refen-ed to 
on l)oth sides of the House, l)et ween cul- 
tivation and neglect. When it was con- 
sidered that this condition of things was 
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due to the monometallic system, purely 
and entirely, it would be seen that, far 
from being Protectionists, bimetallists 
were merely asking for a fair field and 
no favour for the English agriculturist 
as compared with foreign producers. 
He would appeal to those hon. Members 
who especially represented the labour in- 
terests in the House to support the 
bunetallists. Everybody who was en- 
gaged in trade — as he was himself — 
desired this change. They believed it 
would promote the prosperity of trade, 
and- in that prosperity the wage-earning 
class were as much concerned as anyone 
else. Again, Ireland which was almost 
entirely an agricultural country, was as 
much concerned in the matter as anyone 
could possibly be. Some people had 
denied that the landlords had suffered 
from this monometallic system. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the University of Loudon (Sir John 
Lubbock) hatl urged that rents had not 
fallen so much as to correspond with the 
rise in the purchasing power of gold. 
Because he calculated that rents had 
fallen 20 per cent., and gold had been 
appreciated 30 per cent., the hon. 
Baronet asked them to believe that the 
landlord was 10 per cent, better off now 
than he was before. Before the House 
accepted such a view as that let them 
consider what the rent consisted of. The 
rent was a gross payment, and included 
all those things which had been referred 
to, which had not been lightened in any 
degree during late years, so that it might 
well be that if rents had fallen 20 
per cent, they had fallen by an 
amount equal to the whole of the margin 
on which the landlord had to live. In 
this matter of the Currency Laws, he was 
merely asking the Government to go 
back to the state of things which 
existed in 1873. He was aware that up 
to that period England was not a 
bimetallist country, but she enjoyed the 
l>enefit of it. Some time ago the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer warned them 
against entering into partnership with 
other nations with regard to our trade or 
finance or prosperity. With all respect 
to the right hon. GeutlemauV judgment 
in the matter, he (Mr. Gibbs) submitted 
to the House that it was impossible for 
us to avoid partnership with other 
nations in regard to our trade or finance 
or prosperity. However desirable in 



foreign affairs the policy of isolation 
may be, it was absolutely impossible in 
commercial matters ; and in illustration of 
that remark he would remind the 
House that within a very few weeks of 
the right hon. Gentleman making that 
remark another right hon. Gentleman, 
who was not a Member of the House, 
had to go cap in hand to the Bank of 
France to obtain a very large loan of 
gold from them. He did not say that 
the system must be a bad one which 
compelled such a course as that to be 
taken, but he maintained that it showed 
conclusively that we were bound down 
with other nations in commerce, and 
that no country could alter its currency 
without its having an influence on England 
for good or ill. It was on that account 
that he would urge on Her Majesty's 
Government the consideration of this 
question. When another occasion arose, 
such as the Bimetallic Conference at 
Brussels, he would ask them to 
show a more sympathetic attitude to 
foreign nations in this matter, and not 
to say, as they seemed to have said 
recently, " You do what you like, and we 
will do what we like." Let them 
endeavour to arrive at a common accord 
with them, which would give to the 
civilised world who traded together a 
common measure of value. As a 
merchant who traded with silver-using 
coimtries, he assured the House that 
there could be no greater benefit con- 
ferred on the commerce of this country 
than the removing from it of an un- 
necessary element of gambling — ^and, God 
knows, in commerce there was quite 
enough of that without creating it 
artificially ! Let them so arrange matters 
that merchant s would be able to calculate 
accurately what the value of the material 
was that they would be paid in without 
being obliged to have lecourse to the old- 
fashioned, anxious, and very disadvan- 
taffeous svstem of barter under which 
we lal)Oured with India, South America, 
and many other countries at the present 
time. 

•Mk. henry HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
set, E.) said, he had no desire to follow 
the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down into the intricacies of the bimetallic 
question, in the first place because he 
preferred to leave the matter to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and other 
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financial authorities ; and, secondly, 
because he thought there was a certain 
amount of inconvenience in introducing a 
subject like this in a Debate on 
agricultural depression. As a Repre- 
sentative of a large agricultural con- 
stituency, he wished to give his cordial 
support to the hon. Gentleman who had 
moved the Amendment. He felt that 
the agricultural interest iu its present 
depression was entitled to expect from 
Her Majestj^s Government more than 
a cheap expression of sympathy, and the 
promise of an inquiry which must be 
dilatory, and which, in all probability, 
would be long. The agriculturists asked 
for present relief, and they were promised 
in return a Select Committee. What 
was this Select Committee to inquire 
into ? Into the facts of agricultural de- 
pression ? Surely these were sufficiently 
well-known already ? Surely it did not 
require a Select Committee to inform 
the Government that in many- parts of 
the country farmers were being ruined, 
land was going out of cultivation, land- 
lords had to leave their homes, or, at 
the best, were receiving what was 
practically no rent for their land, but 
only a small interest in the capital they 
had invested on the buildings they had 
erected, and the improvements they had 
made, and that the agricultural labourer 
was losing a large amount of scope for 
employment, and was drifting into the 
big towns, and thereby giving rise to 
great national evils. These facts, he 
should have thought, were patent to all. 
Was the Select Committee to inquire 
into the causes of the depression ? Surely 
the causes were well enough known 
by this time. The agricultural depression, 
they knew, was mainly due to the vast 
increase in foreign importations and 
low prices resulting therefrom, to 
the bad seasons experienced of 
late — to the impoverishment of the 
farmer produced by these causes, 
and the restriction of his credit, which 
had uaturally followed. There was another 
cause that prejudiced agriculture in 
many parts of the country to which no 
attention had been called to-night, and 
that was the uncertainty under which 
many of them laboured as to the future 
legislation that was to affect the land and 
the amount of taxation that was to be 
imposed upon it. He contended that 
agriculturists had great reason for appre- 

Mr, Henry Hobhouse. 



hension on this subject. One proof o€ 
that was that less than two years ago in 
this House a Motion was brought forward 
by one of the hon. Members for Glasgow 
in favour of a larger proportion of tax- 
ation being thrown on the land, and 
for that Motion voted no less thaa 
15 Members of the present Government^ 
and no less than seven Members of the- 
present Cabinet. In addition to this, they 
saw many of the supporters of the Govern- 
ment going about the country promising 
a new Land Tax of 4s. in the £1, a change 
in the Death Duties, a free breakfast table^ 
and a general increase of rates, under the 
impression, apparently, that all the new 
resources required for these changes 
were to be drawn from the land. Under 
these circumstances, he thought that any- 
body concerned in the future prospects of 
the Iftud had the gravest cause for appre- 
hension. It was a little inconsistent in 
some of these hon. Gentlemen to advocate 
measures for restoring the yeomen to the 
soil and for inducing the labourers and 
others to buy or rent small holdings when 
they were threatening the land which 
they held out to these people as such a 
desirable acquisition with increased bur- 
dens. It would not be possible to check 
the constant migration which was going 
on in the towns, or to make the ActS for 
multiplying small holdings successful until 
all parties in the State recognised the 
fact that to make land more prosper- 
ous the burdens on it must be de- 
creased rather than increased. All three 
classes interested in the soil were also- 
interested in keeping the burdens on it a» 
moderate as possible. The farmers paid 
the rates in the first instance, but shared 
the ultimate burden of them both with 
their landlords and their labourers. There 
was a curious confusion of ideas which 
seemed to prevail in some quarters as to 
whether the labourers paid their share of 
the rates or not. When it was a question 
of the franchise, it was said that the 
labourers ought to have a vote because 
they paid rates, just as any other class — 
that they paid them in the rents of their 
houses if in no other way. But when it 
was a question of relief of the rates, then 
it was said that the whole of the relief 
given to the land would go into the 
pockets of the landlords. Both these 
theories could not be true. He believed 
that the truth was to be found iu this — 
that the labourers were benefitted by the 
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relief of the rates, not so much because 
thej paid less rent for their cot- 
tages, but because the higher the rates, so 
much the less was the fund out of 
which their wages were paid. Agri- 
culturists had special claims for 
relief on account of the losses imposed 
on them bj the present fiscal system. 
He was not in favour of Protection or 
Fair Trade or of anj fundamental 
alteration in the tariff. Protec- 
tion no doubt would be a delightful thing 
for every interest if it could only keep it 
all to itself ; but unfortunately that was 
not the sort of Protection that was ever 
likely to prevail in this country. And be 
could not help recognising that, from the 
point of view of the general prosperity 
of the whole people of these crowds! 
islands, we could never hark back to any 
tax on food, whatever material relief it 
might give to the agricultural interest 
for a time. It was because the demand 
for Protection was virtually abandoned 
that agriculture had such a strong claim 
for relief from excessive burdens. No 
doubt *in the last few years the land 
had, thanks to the last Government, 
obtained considerable relief, but a very 
large proportion of the £3,000,000 or 
£4,000,000 which had been given in 
relief of local burdens had gone to the 
populations of the towns, and very heavy 
ikdditioual burdens were now imposed on 
the counties. He believed that the 
main roads, which were now maintained 
by County Councils, but which used to 
be paid for by turnpike tolls, cost about 
£1,500,000 per year. The increasing 
«expense of maintaining lunatic asylums 
was also borne by the county ratepayers. 
The expenditure for maintenance of 
lunatics alone had increased by £500,000 
during the last 50 years, and large increases 
had also taken place in the expenditure 
•on police pay and pensions. Under the 
Weights and Measures Acts, also, addi- 
tional burdens had been thrown on the 
•county rates, and various sanitary 
expenses had also increased. He was a 
great l)eliever in better sanitary measures 
,and educational reforms in country dis- 
tricts, but he saw very great difficulties 
tin advancing such reforms if the main 
•burden of the new expenditure was to 
fall on agricultural land. Certain por- 
tions of the sanitary rates were very 
•fairly levied with a three-fourths exemp- 
jtiou ior agricultural land. This was a 



principle which might be very well at 
once extended to all sanitary expendi- 
ture as well as to much of the educational 
expenditure of the country. It was not 
fair, in days when land.no longer repre- 
sented the chief source of the wealth of 
the country, to treat it as it was treated 
in olden days, and levy the principal 
portion of the taxes upon it. He would 
remind hon. Members who were anxious 
to keep the hereditary burdens on the 
land that the hereditary wealth and 
influence which in past times had made 
landowners and large farmers more ready 
to bear such burdens were now fast dis- 
appearing, while the burdens themselves 
remained. Was it to discover new 
remedies that the Government now pro- 
posed an inquiry into the condition of 
agriculture ? Inasmuch as a very 
laborious and comprehensive inquiry 
dealing with the whole field of agri- 
culture was completed by a Royal Com- 
mission only 10 years ago, he doubted 
whether a Commission or Committee 
could throw very much more light 
on the condition of agriculture at the 
present day. The general character 
of the situation remained the same, 
and he could not believe a new 
inquiry was likely to disclose 
many more satisfactory remedies than 
were devised by the last Commission. 
Nor did he think that a Select Com- 
mittee of the House was likely to pro- 
duce much better results on the cur- 
rency question than had followed from 
the labours of the Commission which 
had already sat on the subject, and from 
those of the International Conference at 
Brussels. The Government had had 
the advantage of studying the remedies 
suggested during the discussions which 
took place recently at St. James's Hall. 
Nearly every remedy that could be sug- 
gested was brought forward during that 
Conference. One of the remedies about 
which the agriculturists were almost 
unanimous was the relief of local burdens. 
Another was eifective compensation for 
agricultural improvements, and others 
were division of rates, safeguards against 
fraud and adulteration, and the taking of 
steps against the spread of contagious 
disease. He himself- would add two 
suggestions. The first was, that a little 
more should be done for the improvement 
of agricultural education. He believed 
that by the introduction of a measure 
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enabling Coantj Councils to deal more 
effectively with the class of schools 
to which farmers' sons and the sons of 
superior labourers ought to go, great 
benefits might be conferred on future 
generations of agriculturists. The Board 
of Agriculture might do a little more to 
promote the establishment of good agri- 
cultural colleges for young farmers in 
different parts of the country, and of ex- 
perimental stations, such as there were in 
America. He thought, also, that there 
should be some alteration in the assess- 
ment law, so as to prevent the improve- 
ment of the soil being discoiu^ged by 
l>eing subjected from the first to the whole 
burden of the increased rates. Such 
alterations of the law might very well be 
introduced by the Government on their 
own responsibility without the delay of an 
inquiry. They would then show a genuine 
and fruitful sympathy with the agricultural 
community at the present time. He was 
afraid, however, that this Government 
had their hands too full of great consti- 
tutional measures to care to devote much 
time or labour to the improvement of the 
condition of a depressed industry, which, 
though sunk from its former high estate, 
was still the greatest national industry of 
the country. 

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 

ford) : No one who is conversant with 

the present agricultural situation, or who 

has watched the course of the Debate, 

can be surprised that my hon. Friend 

(Mr. Wharton) has found it necessary to 

move an Amendment. Indeed, it seems 

to me that whatever we might have 

thought when we first became acquainted 

with the terms of the Gracious Speech 
from the Throne, the course of the 
Debate left my hon. Friend no alterna- 
tive but to do as he has done. For weeks 
and weeks we have heard of little or 
nothing except the complaints and 
sufferings of agriculturists in all parts of 
the kingdom. Both the London and 
country Press has been teeming with 
their grievances and with descriptions of 
their sufferings for months past. Great 
meetings have been held in all parts of 
the country, culminating in the great Con- 
ference held in St. Jameses Hall on the 
7th and 8th December last. That Con- 
ference, at which, to my own knowledge, 
one Member of the Cabinet was present, 

Mr, Henry Jlobhouse 



was attended by 2,000 agriculturists, 
nearly all of whom were delegates from 
some 250 Agricultural Societies in various 
parts of the country. There were 
numerous similar gatherings all over 
England, from Plymouth in the West to 
York and Lincoln in the North, and at 
all these meetings testimony was borne 
to the magnitude of the disaster which is 
apparently overwhelming agriculture, and 
to the fact that that great industry is in 
danger not only of injiu*y but of destruc- 
tion. It is not to be wondered at, under 
these circumstances, that many have been 
waiting for the meeting of Parliament 
with feelings of anxiety and lively ex- 
pectation. When it became known that 
the Queen's Speech contained a deeply 
sympathetic paragraph on the subject^ 
those feelings were raised to the highest 
pitch of interest, and I confess that I 
myself began to be influenced by senti- 
ments of unwonted charitv towai'ds Her 
Majesty's Government. The Mover of 
the Address referred to the subject in his 
able speech and, although he said many 
things with which I did not agree, his 
speech increased my anxiety to know 
what the Government had in their minds. 
He was followed by the Leader of the 
Opposition (Mr. A. J. Balfour), who 
pointedly challeuge<l the Prime Minister 
to explain what the Government had in 
their minds, and what they intended to 
convey by the paragraph in the Speech. 
But although the Prime Minister dealt 
in his reply with a variety of subjects, 
and although he was followed by two 
other Cabinet Ministers at least « 
not a sentence, not a word, not 
even a syllable, has been used on 
behalf of the Government in wliicli 
even distant allusion has been made 
to a subject which occupies so pro- 
minent a place in the Speech from 
the Throne, and which at the preseut 
time engrosses the minds of agriculturists 
throughout the country. I wish to speak 
with great respect of the Prime Mini- 
ster and the Government, but I do 
think that, under all the circumstances, 
this is a most unfortunate and regrettable 
state of things. It is a condition of 
affairs which is certainly calculated not 
to allay but rather to add to the despair 
and discouragement of the farmers, even 
if it does not arouse in their minds feel- 
ings of bitter resentment. This beinp^ 
the case, I do not hesitate to say that,. 
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in order that we might have a great 
Dehate on the subject, it was imperative 
that some one representing the agricul- 
tural party should move an Amendment. 
While the Prime Minister thought so 
little of agricultural depression that he 
was unable even to devote a single 
Aentence to it, the right hon. Gentleman 
did speak of one question bearing upon 
agriculture — a question which out of 
Wales hardly excites any general atten- 
tion. He said it was the intention of 
the Government, proceeding partly from 
recollection of Debates in this House 
during last Session, and in no small part 
from what has taken place in Wales 
during the Recess, to issue a Royal Com- 
mission for the purpose of examining 
into the land question in Wales. I sup- 
pose it will be news to many people to 
hear that there is any land question in 
Wales at all, as distinct from the land 
question in England. Everyone will 
recollect what took place in the 
Recess, because it became the subject 
of a somewhat animated correspondence 
between the Prime Minister and the 
Welsh landlords. The Prime Minister 
went down to Wales, and at a meeting 
which he attended with the hon. Mem- 
ber for Merionethshire (Mr. T. E. 
Ellis) made charges against the Welsh 
landlords, baseil upon figures with regard 
to which, though repeatedly challenged, 
he has never yet been able to produce. 
That is all that occurred in the Recess, 
and there is nothing in these occurrences 
to warrant the appointment of a Royal 
Commission. Then as to last Session. 
What occurred last Session ? I know 
of nothing except the speech of the 
hon. Member for Merionethshire during 
the Debate on this question, and I may 
say, in passing, that the hon. Member 
for Merionethshire was shown to have 
been guilty in the course of that speech 
of very considerable inaccuracies. I re- 
member the speech very well, because it 
fell to me to reply for the late Govern- 
ment. After the Debate was over, we 
took into consideration whether it was 
necessary or desirable to appoint an In- 
quiry or Commission of that character. 
But, after obtaining all the information 
which it was in my power to get, and after 
considering the whole subject, I was 
obliged to come to the conclusion that 
there was absolutely nothing in the 
speech of the hon. Member, or in the 



circumstances of the country at that 

time, to warrant the Government in 

appointing a great Commission of that 

nature, and I doubt whether there is 

anything to warrant it now. As far as 

the Welsh landlords are concerned, they 

will, no doubt, makd no objection to the 
appointment of this Commission, always 
providing that it is a fair Commission » 
And after the crushing exposure of a 
certain other Commission in the ad- 
mirable speech from the Member for the 
University of Dublin (Mr. Carson), to 
which we listened, I am sure, on both sides 
of the House with satisfaction — with 
great admiration, at all events, if not 
with great satisfaction — I think we may 
anticipate that any further Commissions 
of the present Government will perhaps 
be appointed with some little regard to 
justice between the two parties in- 
terested. If that be so, the Welsh land- 
lords, so far from being opposed to it, 
will welcome the opportunity of ex- 
posing many of the slanderous attacks 
and charges which have been made 
against them during recent years. With 
the permission of the House, I will now 
refer to the paragraph in the Gracious 
Speech from the Throne referring to the 
agricultural depression, and in the absence 
of any information whatever on that 
point from any Member of the Govern- 
ment I am obliged to look to the 
speech of the Mover of the Address in 
order to ascertain the intentions of the 
Government. I gather from the hon. 
Member that a Committee of some kind 
is to be appointed — ^following, as he says,. 
the precedent of Lord John Russell in 
1836- — to inquire into the grievances 
under which agriculturists are suffer- 
ing. I cannot help thinking that that is 
a very unfortunate precedent for the 
Government to adopt. What was the 
outcome of the labours of the Com- 
mittees appointed in 1836 ? — ^for there 
were two of them, one sitting in the 
House of Commons and the other in the 
House of Lords, on precisely the same 
subject. Both took a vast amount of 
evidence, but, so far as I am able to- 
ascertain, neither of these Committees 
made any kind of Report, or any kind of 
recommendation whatever. I can find 
nothing from the Committee of the 
House of Commons ; and here is all the 
Committee of the Lords say — 
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only reasonable that we should look 
into the cost which that importation 
of Canadian cattle has been to us. My 
right hon. Friend the Minister for Agri- 
culture, in reply to a question to-day, 
stated that only four Canadian diseased 
animals were admitted into the country ; 
he resented the slaughter of 1,300 head 
of cattle, and the payment as compensation 
of £ 1 8,000 to the owners. Under these cir- 
cumstances, I do not think I am pressing 
the Government too much when I say 
that the risk of loss we are running is 
too great, and that in future we should 
incur no risk whatever. I am aware, of 
course, that the United States and 
Canada will raise objections to any pro- 
posals of this kind. There will be also 
objections on the part of a very limited 
section of agriculturists in the North, but 
they need have no ground for alarm, be- 
cause store cattle were never so plentiful 
and cheap, especially in Ireland, than 
they are at the present time. Besides, 
these cattle producers are, comparatively 
speaking, a mere fraction of the 
agricultural community, and it is 
not too much to ask that their 
interest should give way to the general 
good. Again, Sir, I venture to think the 
time has come when the Government 
must take in hand the question of dealing 
with the contagious disease in .this 
country known as swine fever. The 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
stated to day that the Government were 
bound to appoint a Departmental Inquiry 
on this subject. The whole policy of 
the Government appears to me to be a 
policy of inquiry. Just before this 
Debate began an hon. Member, speaking 
on the back Benches opposite, said that 
the policy of the Government in regard 
to Uganda would be a policy of inquiry. 
It now appears that the policy of the 
Government with regard to swine fever 
to be a policy of inquiry. Their 



IS 

policy with regard to agricultural depres- 
sion is to be a policy of inquiry, and I do 
not know how many policies of inquiry 
we shall be required to comment on 
before the Government have unfolded all 
their plans. I should like to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture what are the 
specific points on which the information 
cannot be obtained within his own Depart- 
ment ? My experience has shown that this 
Central Authority, if armed with sufficient 
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funds aild power, cau undoubtedly deal 
successful ij with the contagious diseases 
of animals in this country. I may say 
that the late Government were pledged 
by me to deal with this question ; and it 
would have been dealt with but for the 
unfortunate outbreak of foot-and-mouth 
disease in the country, which rendered 
it impossible for me to deal with these 
two questions at the same time. But 
now we are happily free from that disease, 
and I venture to say that there never 
was a moment when this task could be 
undertaken more economically and more 
efficiently than it could be at the present 
time by the Agricultural Department. 
I therefore trust that the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Agriculture will put pressure on the 
Government to enable him to undertake 
this task. There is one point on 
which I think all agriculturists are 
agreed, and that is that further relief 
should be granted from local taxation. 
The case is most urgent. Information 
was given to me the other day from a 
part of the County of Lincolnshire which 
shows how serious the agricultural 
depression in that part of England has 
become, and which I should like to quote 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer, iu the 
hope that it may induce him to take a 
more favourable view of our demand on 
this question than he might otherwise be 
inclined to do. A report iu a local paper 
states that the other day at Petty 
Sessions 17 summonses were returned 
against farmers for the uou-payment of 
local rates ; that the liability was in 
every instance admitted, but the 
depression in agriculture was pleaded 
as the cause why the rates could 
not be paid. If that is true, it is evident 
that the depression has reached a very 
serious stage, and I hope, therefore, that 
the Government will remember that the 
case is urgent and that remedy must 
be prompt. There is one more question 
that is causing great anxiety to a number 
of agriculturists at the present time, 
and on which I should like some infonna- 
tion from the Government. That is with 
regard to the bounties upon dairy pro- 
duce sent to this country now being given 
by the Victorian Government, amounting 
to 3d. upon the pound of -butter. Can 
the Government give us any information 
as to the possible or probable development 
of this trade in the future under the cir- 

Mr, Chaplin 



cumstances ? It is a matter of very eou- 
siderable importance, because a great 
many agriculturists, to my knowledge, in 
various parts of the country have giveu 
up wheat growing because of the small 
returns on that crop, and have been 
induced to turn their attention to the 
making of butter instead. But if this 
trade in butter from Victoria develops, I 
am afraid dairy farmers will be destined 
to the same fate which has overtaken 
the unfortunate wheat growers of the 
country. As to agricultural depression, 
until some measure can be devised to stay 
the constant fall in prices there is neither 
hope nor prospect of any permanent im- 
provement in the situation. What is to 
be done ? I do not ask nor even suggest 
to the Government the expedient of Pro- 
tection. I know it is beyond the power 
of this Government or any other Govern- 
ment to do anything of that kind — ^at all 
events, for the present — and even if it 
were possible, I doubt very much whether 
it would have anything like the effect 
some people suppose. I, however, 
suggest, for the consideration of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, whether it 
might not be possible to take off part of 
the duty now imposed upon beer and 
raise an equivalent duty upon foreign 
barley. I am aware there are objections 
to that proposal. First, the imported 
barley is not all used for beer, a consider- 
able portion being used for the food of 
animals ; secondly, I am not aware how 
it might be received by the brewers ; 
and, thirdly, it would help only a section 
of the agricultural community ; but I 
suggest it as a proposal which, in the 
terrible depression of agriculture, might 
be worthy of consideration just now by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The 
right hon. Gentleman is so intimately 
connected with the land by tradition aud 
every tie of kindred and feeling that in 
his heart he must feel a sincere sympathy 
for the depression under which agricul- 
turists are suffering 

The chancellor of the EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir William Harcoukt, 
Derby) : Hear, hear ! 

Mu. CHAPLIN : And whether the 
right hon. Gentleman is able to adopt the 
suggestion or not, I hope he will give it 
his serious consideration. I am sorry 
that the hon. Member for the Wood- 
bridge Division of Suffolk had to speak 
in such a thin House. The hon. Member 
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gave an able and comprehensive summary 
of the history of agriculture, and showed 
how depression was hrouglit about by 
causes related to the currency ; how 
agriculture prospered after the great gold 
discoveries of 1849 until 1873 ; and how 
it came to its present condition. In the 
opinion of a great and increasing number 
of people we are at the present time, and 
have been for some considerable period, 
in the presence of the phenomenon known 
to economists as ^^ the appreciation of 
gold.'' Gold is the standard of value, 
and for some years this standard of value 
has been steadily appreciating. In other 
words, there has been a continuous fall 
in prices due to that specific cause ; 
and under existing conditions that 
fall must be expected to continue. 
I would not venture to put forward such 
a theory on my own authority alone, 
because it is an exceedingly abstruse 
question ; but among those who enter- 
tain and profess the same view are lead- 
ing statesmen both of this and foreign 
countries, the ablest scientists, the most 
experienced statisticians, and, with one 
single exception, every one of the pro- 
fessors engaged in teaching political 
economy in this country. If they are 
right there is at once a reason to account 
for the widespread and general depression 
prevailing not only in England, but in a 
vast number of other countries. The 
first person I remember to have attri- 
buted the fall of prices to the apprecia- 
tion of gold was Lord Beaconsfield. In 
one of the last speeches he ever made in 
the House of Lords he said — 

'* Gold is every day appreciating in valae, 
and as it appreciates in value the lower become 
prices. This, then, I think, is the third cause 
of agricultural depression." 

Lord Beaconsfield was at one time the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and I will 
now quote another Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Sir Stafford Northcote, who 
was Chairman of the great Commission 
which was appointed in 1875 to inquire 
into the depression in trade and agricul- 
ture. The Report of that Commission 
was signed by the Chaii^an and 19 of 
his colleagues, and contained the follow- 
ing passage : — 

" We expressed in our third Report the 
opinion that this fall in prices, so far as it has 
been caused by an appreciation of the standard 
of value, was deserving of the most serious 
inquiry. . . . Wc desire to give it a leading 



place in the enumeration of the influences which 
have tended to produce the }>rcHent depres- 



sion. 

A third Canceller of the Exchequer, the 
right hon. Gentleman who held that office 
in the last Government (Mr. Goschen), 
said in a Debate in 1883 that the fall of 
prices was due to a "a considerable ap- 
preciation in the value of gold.^* As far 
as I remember, my right hon. Friend was 
the first person in the House of Com- 
mons, in the Debate on the agricultural 
depression in 1883, to attribute part of 
the depression to that cause. I well 
recollect the speech, because it devolved 
upon me to follow him ; and the subject 
being totally new to me, I knew nothing 
about it, but I have long ago come to the 
conclusion that my right hon. Friend was 
perfectly and absolutely right. Finally, 
I will quote Mr. Giffen, whose authority 
will be recognised on both sides of the 
House. In a paper read before the 
Statistical Society in 1888 Mr. Giffen 
said — 

" The fall of prices in such a general way as 
to amount to what is known to be the rise in 
the purchasing power of gold is generally, I 
might almost say universally, admitted.'' 

Again — 

** Measured by any group or groups of com- 
modities usually taken for such a purpose, gold 
is undoubtedly possessed of more purchasing 
power than it was 15 or 20 years ago, and this 
power has continued for a long enough period 
to allow for all minor oscillations." 

And again — 

'*We can say positively that the recent 
change from a high to a low level of prices is 
due to a change in money of the nature or in 
the direction of absolute contraction." 

I have dwelt on this point at much length, 
because, if the opinions expressed by all 
these different great authorities are true, 
we have at once the real secret of the 
depression,the real cause of the fall of prices 
which everyone agrees is the cause of the 
agricultural depression at the present 
time. What is wanted is some relief 
from the extraordinary pressure brought 
to bear on gold since the great monetary 
changes and the closing of the Mints of 
America and of European countries to 
the free coinage of silver in 1873 and 
1874. It is not only the agricultural in- 
terest wliich requires this ; the great 
textile industries in the North of Eng- 
land have for years been partially para- 
lysed by the same cause, while the pres- 
sure of our financial relations with 
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India — ^no one knows better than the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer — ^has be- 
come almost intolerable in the extreme. 
All these consequences, and there are 
many others, have been produced by, and 
have followed, those great monetary 
changes and the consequent appreciation 
of gold. The same causes have pro- 
duced great disasters and stupendous 
changes in the history of nations and of 
Empires in the past, and will be followed, 
unless met in time, by similar results in 
the future. Surely it is no exaggeration 
to say that never did a more important 
question call for the serious attention of 
English statesmen, and the solution of it 
now rests, to all intents and purposes, 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Fortunately, if the right hon. Gentle- 
man elects to use it, he has an admirable 
instrument ready to his hand, for what- 
ever may now be thought in England of 
the proceedings of the Conference at 
Brussels, the time will come when it will 
be known that the foreign nations repre- 
sented at that Conference were for the 
most part immensely impressed by the 
gravity of the situation ; and if their 
deliberations come to anything, I believe 
the day will come when it will be known 
that this was due to the attitude of 
England and the Delegates who repre- 
sented the English Government. That 
Conference will meet again in May ; but, 
as there is a Notice of Motion on the 
Paper dealing with the matter, I will say 
nothing further on the subject to-night. 
I desire to conclude with a very sincere 
apology to the House for having de- 
tained it so long. I can only repeat my 
absolute conviction that it is the extra- 
ordinary pressure placed on gold in recent 
years which lies at the root of all our 
disasters and troubles at the present time. 
Whether the evil should be met by 
bimetallism or by minor means is a ques- 
tion which should be seriouslv con- 
sidered ; and if this one great cause of 
our trouble were mitigated or removed, 
V as the case might be, by the influence of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Government of England, I, for one, see 
no reason why, after all, the good old 
cause of English agri(uiltnre slionld not 
look forward yet to duys of comparative 
prosperity, and why that great industry 
should not continue again to flourish as 
I hope and pray it may for many genera- 
tions yet to come. 

Mr, Chaplin 



The PRESIDENT op thb BOARD 
OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Herbert 
Gardner, Essex, Saffron Walden) : 
Mr. Speaker, I hope I may be permitted 
to express the opinion that the message 
of sympathy with the sufferings of the 
agricultural community in the Gracious 
Speech from the Throne is endorsed most 
heartily and sincerely by every section and 
Party in the House. I am bound to add 
that I am not one of those who take 
what I may call the hopeless and cheer- 
less view of the position which is fashion- 
able in some quarters. This is not the 
first time by many that agricultural de- 
pression has been a subject of debate in 
Parliament. In the pages of Hansard 
you will find that over and over again 
Debates have taken place on the matter, 
that agriculturists in this House have 
prophesied the ruin of agriculture ; but 
that year after year and time after time 
as good harvests returned and prices 
were raised, the question has passed 
from the purview of Parliament. At 
the same time, it is idle to deny that the 
very low prices of stock, following upon 
a harvest much below the average in 
many localities, has produced great de- 
pression, and that the position of agri- 
culturists deserve every sympathy and 
consideration. We have been challenged 
by speakers this evening as to the 
course we feel bound to adopt with 
regard to this serious question, and again 
and again we have been told that the 
proper way to meet the depression is not 
by inquiry, but by instant legislation. I 
have listened with the greatest attention 
to the speeches made from all part-s 
of the House in order that I might 
gather the meaning of hon. Gentlemen 
when they call for immediate legislation. 
What are the remedies proposed ? As 
far as I can make out, there have been noue« 
We have had a long discussion, but I 
fail to find any great remedy put forwanl 
for the depression. The fact is, that 
agriculturists are not agreed among 
themselves as to the remedies which 
ought to be taken. If there has been 
any doubt on the subject, I am sure tho 
discussion which has taken place to-night 
will entirely remove it. A great Agri- 
cultural Conference has been recently 
held in London, to which every ouo 
connected with agriculture looked for* 
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ward with sympathetic interest. And 
what happened ? That Conference did 
not quite agree as to the remedies. On 
the first day, indeed, they agreed with 
great unanimity that Protection is the 
only remedy for agricultural depression. 
Is that the united opinion of the 
Opposition ? Is it the opinion of the 
right hon. Member for the Sleaford 
Division of Lincolnshire, who has just 
told the House that the time is not yet 
ripe for Protection ? Then followed a 
subject which has taken up a good deal 
of the time of the House this evening — 
bimetallism — on which the right hon. 
Gentleman is a very great authority. 
I have been told, however, that, while 
the audience at the Conference in London 
voted with touching unanimity with 
regard to Protection, their interest grew 
less and less as the subject of bimetallism 
was brought forward. Whether bi- 
metallism would be a remedy or not for 
the evils complained of I am not certain, 
and the right hon. Gentleman himself 
will not contend, probably, that it is an 
instant remedy. The Conference at 
Brussels did not seem to be actuated on 
the question of bimetallism by the same 
unanimity as the Conference in London 
in regard to Protection ; and even if it 
were possible to induce n^y right hon. 
Friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
take up the subject, it must be admitted that 
some years must elapse before its effects 
could reach agriculturists. The subject 
of burdens on the land has also been 
referred to. There is a direct allusion 
to it in the Amendment before the House. 
The hon. Member who moved the 
Amendment seemed to think that the 
Government ought to proceed at once to 
legislate on the matter, but that is hardly 
the opinion of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Sleaford Division, 
1>ecause he said in a speech at Lincoln, 
on the 21st January last — 

** He thought that they ought to devote their 
energies to obtain a Parliamentary inquiry 
without delay into the whole questions of the 
burdens upon land, and the exact and precise 
proportions of taxation which ought to be 
borne by land and real property on the one 
hand, and perRonal property on the otjhcr 
luind." 

Now, that is exactly what the Government 
arc offering to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Sleaford Division. 
Among other questions brought forward 



at the Agricultural Conference were 
those of land tenure and the relations 
between landlord and tenant. That is a 
subject on which I myself feel consider- 
able sympathy, but it is one of great 
diffictdty, and close and careful inquiry 
must precede legislation upon it. The 
fact of the matter is, that agriculturists 
are not agreed as to what would be the 
proper remedy, and it is impossible for 
the Government to proceed to legislation 
without a clear and solid basis on which 
to do so. It is for that reason the 
Government propose an exhaustive in- 
quiry into the whole subject. There is 
another question referred to affecting my 
Department — that is, my action with 
regard to the prohibition of the importa- 
tion of live cattle from Canada. I am 
sorry we are obliged to interfere with 
this important and increasing trade 
which is carried on with such advantage 
to all parties concerned. But inter- 
ference was necessary, and I heartily 
trust that the existing conditions in 
connection with the Canadian cattle 
trade will soon pass away. With regard 
to the administration of the Contagious 
Diseases (Animals) Acts, reference had 
been made, both in and out of the House, 
to what has been called my policy and 
the policy of my predecessor. Now, 
there is no such thing as policy in this 
matter. There is only obedience to the 
law. The Minister is simply bound to 
prohibit the landing of live animals com- 
ing from countries of which he is not 
satisfied as to the sanitary conditions of 
animals therein. Great credit is due, in my 
opinion, to the authors of those Acts, and 
it is undoubtedly owing to their operation 
that it can now be said never was there 
a time in the history of the country when 
our fiocks and herds were more free from 
disease. The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
has challenged me with reference to the ap- 
pointment of a Committee on Swine Fever, 
but I should have thought that such a 
siep would meet the approval of most 
agriculturists. I would remind him that 
the question is a very large one ; that 
it affects not only this Kingdom, but Ire- 
land as well ; and as legislation in the di- 
rection proposed would entail the outlay of 
a large sum of public money, it is obvious 
that an application to the Treasury could 
not be made for that money unless a clear 
and certain case for legislation on the 
subject could be made out. As to 
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bimetallism, I agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman that it would be unwise to go 
into the question now, seeing that it is 
to form a separate subject of debate on 
another occasion. And, considering that 
not one speaker this night has brought 
forward, from a purely agricultural point 
of view, any distinct and particular 
remedy for the evils complained of, I 
think the House will admit that the 
Government have been well advised in 
proposing an inquiry into the whole 
subject, and I hope that when the Report 
is laid before the House, as I trust it 
will be at no distant date, some sufficient 
and solid ground will l>e afforded on 
which it will be possible to legislate in the 
interest of depressed agriculturists. 

Sir mark STEWART did not think 
the agriculturists would be very well 
satisfied with the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman. What was it the right 
hon. Gentleman told them ? He told 
them he was going to appoint a Commit- 
tee which was to inquire into the whole 
subject. What was the Committee to 
do ? In the first place, it would hold 

several formal meetings, and then 
would get evidence from different parts 
of the country, and that would take up 
a very considerable time. Many of the 
matters deeply affecting agriculturists 
could be introduced in a short Bill and 
passed with the support of both sides of 
the House. For instance, a Bill could 
be passed for the slaughter of foreign 
cattle before debarkation ; for a trade 
mark being placed upon imported meat, 
imported cheese, and such like commo- 
dities. A short Bill could be passed to 
take in these and many other matters. 
The right hon. Gentleman might also pass 
a Bill dealing with what he had just been 
speaking about — ^namely, swine fever, and 
it could be passed without much trouble. 
As to competition, foreign competition 
was bearing heavier upon the agricul- 
turist than the right hon. Gentleman was 
aware of. The railways which took their 
products from distant parts of the country 
up to the Metropolis imposed rates that 
were, considerably higher than those from 
New York to London, and that was a 
matter that ought to be at once rectified, 
and which could be done without very 
much trouble. If he might make a sug- 
gestion to the right hon. Gentleman, it 

Mr, Herbert Gardner 



would be that he should go to his Inspec- 
tors, where he would get all the informa- 
tion he needed. If the Board of Agri- 
culture would employ more Inspectors, 
and have them report quarterly or 
monthly, instead of, as at present, upon 
specific cases, when some difficulty arose, 
the Government would have all the in- 
formation they required, and they would 
save the time that must necessarily be 
taken up by an inquiry by a Select Com- 
mittee. The right hon. Gentleman, if he 
alluded at all, only did so very cursorily to 
the burdens on land. What the agricul- 
turists said was that the land now occu- 
pied a totally different position to what 
it did a few years ago ; and what they 
asked, and what he thought they were 
entitled to ask, was that the right hon. 
Gentleman should look into the questions 
of taxation and the other burdens the 
land had to bear. As an example, he 
might instance the case of an Inspector 
coming into a locality to make inquiries 
respecting a water supply, the result of 
which was that the owner had to pay 
more than the rent of a farm in order to 
supply the farm with water which had 
not been asked for, and which the farm 
did not require, and all because the dis- 
trict had been proclaimed a water district. 
Then the laud had to bear the whole cost 
of the asylums and other things, a cost 
which he could not help thinking the 
Government ought to pay. Another 
matter was that of the roads. In the 
country they had to bear the whole cost 
of the roads, and gentlemen residing in 
the towns could ride all over the roads 
and not pay a turnpike toll wherever they 
went. It was the same with regard to 
the poor, who were saddled upon the 
country. In America the farmer paid 
6d. or Is. an acre, which covered all, but 
in this country the land had to bear a 
charge of 33 per cent. There was a very 
considerable difference there ; and when 
they considered the tremendous fall in all 
prices of agricultural produce, it was time 
the question was taken up by the 
Government. Though they could get 
all they wanted, still ho thought that 
the voice that sounded in St. Jameses 
Hall would find an echo here as it had 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the country. There were many other 
points on which it would bo very easy 
to speak in this House ; but as he know 
there were many gentlemen who were 
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motft aoxious to speak be would not 
go into them, but ask the Goyernment to 
give greater consideration to the subject 
than they anticipated they would during 
this Session. He would ask the Govern- 
ment not to put any confidence in the 
appointment of a Committee, but to con- 
sult their own officials and their own 
supporters behind them who knew some- 
thing about agriculture, and they would 
get a vast amount of information upon 
which they would be able to act. As a 
private Member he could assure the right 
hon. Gentleman that if he would put 
his hand to the plough, as he had done in 
regard to pleuro-pneumouia, he would 
get support from that (the Opposition) 
side of the House. 

•Mr. E. stanhope (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) : I am only desirous of 
interposing in the Debate for the 
purpose of asking a question, but 
I cannot rise to take part in it 
without saying how pleased we are to 
see the right hon. Gentleman, now the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. H. Gardner), occupying that posi- 
tion, and endeavouring, as he has en- 
deavoured in the speech just made to the 
House, to express the views of the 
Government upon this most important 
subject. But the right hon. Gentleman, 
nevertheless, will forgive me for saying 
his utterances, on the subject were alto- 
gether meagre and unsatisfactory. It 
was not the fault of the right hon. 
Gentleman. I believe he stated thei, 
whole case he was able to state ; the fault 
lies with the Government itself. I do 
not think — at least, in my recollection of 
Parliament — there ever were such strong 
paragraphs about agriculture put into the 
Queeu^s Speech. We have had many 
years of anxiety. Almost every Go- 
vernment has had, in the Queen^s 
Speech, to say something with re- 
gard to depression in agriculture. 
Never in my experience were paragraphs 
so strong, nor was the expectation natur- 
ally excited so eager as in the present 
case, but on the present occasion 
those paragraphs have been followed by 
— what ? Not one single reference has 
been made by any Minister who has 
hitherto taken part in the Address to the 
subject of agriculture. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Prime Minister, who was 



primarily responsible for these paragraphs, 
never made one single allusion to the 
difficulties under which we are labouring, 
and all we have, as a result of these tre- 
mendous paragraphs in the Speech, is 
rather more than a quarter of an hour^s 
special pleading from the right hon. 
Gentleman and the promise of a Com- 
mittee. What sort of a Committee is it 
we are going to have ? We have not 
any information whatever on the subject. 
The right hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down has, as far as I can judge, 
endeavoured to minimise as far as he 
could the paragraphs in the Queen^s 
Speech. He told us we had similar 
depression in former times and got over 
it. I am glad to say we have managed 
to get over it, but I cannot think anyone 
will deny there are special features 
which had no parallel in former times. 
In former times we had a great fall, 
let us say in the price of wheat, but 
there was some reasonable hope the 
price of wheat would again rise, but 
can any man now ,say in this House 
he thinks it probable the price of wheat 
will again rise ? No, Sir, we are face 
to face with the time when some of 
the depression of prices must be per- 
manent, and agriculture has to face a 
difficulty it never had to face before. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman com- 
plains, forsooth, that we have not been 
able to suggest to him a remedy. 
There have been on this side of the 
House, and from other quarters, several 
remedies suggested ; it is not for us to say 
which is the one remedy most likely to 
get us out of all our difficulties. I call 
on the Government to give some fairer 
hearing to the present proposal to see if, 
out of our collective wisdom, we cannot 
find not one remedy, but several re- 
medies, that might tend to help us out of 
our difficulties. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says we are not agreed as to the 
remedies. I suppose that is true. We 
naturally, every one of us, would 
like to suggest the particular remedy 
that is most likely to help us in our 
difficulty, but we on this side are 
all agreed on one or two remedies. 
First of all, it is absolutely necessary 
that burdens upon land should be reduced. 
There we are in this unfortunate position, 
that there is a diffi3rence of opinion — 
difference of opinion on this side of the 
House and upon that. We know and 
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think that the burdens upon land should 
be diminished ; you think that the 
burdens upon land should be in- 
creased. When we had occasion in the 
last Parliament to discuss the matter 
every Member opposite voted in favour of 
increase in the burdens on land. I am 
not going to do the injustice of supposing 
you are going to vote now for increase of 
burdens ; you are not going to do any- 
thing of the kind. I have proved that 
you want no further inquiry to establish 
that the present burdens are excessive 
and ought to be reduced ; therefore, we 
say to ask for a Committee of Inquiry 
that must take several years is only a 
means of putting off the difl&culty. It 
can be of no use, and we call on you to 
acknowledge the fact that is obvious to 
everybody, that the burdens upon land 
are burdens that require immediate and 
strict attention, and also ask you to 
tell us what it is you expect this 
Committee to inquire into, and what 
earthly good you expect to get from this 
inquiry now or even in the next one or 
two years ? 

Major RASCH (Essex, S.E.) said, 
that as a Representative of E^sex agri- 
culture, which was divided into two 
classes — those who were ruined and 
those who were going to be — he had 
listened with the greatest interest and 
respect to the speech of so excellent an 
expert as the Minister of Agriculture. 
He did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man had quite grasped the situation. 
The fact was, that those who farmed the 
land were ekeing out a precarious exist- 
ence by growing corn at 40s. a quarter 
and selling it at SOs. With this they 
were supposed to keep up picturesque cot- 
tages, pay good wages, and keep the land 
in cultivation. The right hon. Gentleman, 
in reply to the prayer of the distressed 
agriculturists, graciously offered them a 
Committee of Inquiry. The right hon. 
Gentleman said he did not take a hope- 
less view of English agriculture ; but if 
the right hon. Gentleman would go down 
into the country, he would be able to 
ride over tracts of land going out of 
cultivation and the labourers going into 
the towns because there was no employ- 
ment for them. The right hon. Gentle- 
man could not but think that was an ex- 
tremely hopeless state of things in an 

Mr, E, Stanhope 



agricultural country. In exchange for 
that the right hon. Gentleman offered a 
Committee of Inquiry. Why could not 
the Minister of Agriculture or the 
Government give them something tan- 
gible and practicable ? He failed to see 
what the right hon. Gentleman could 
hope for by offering a Committee of 
Inquiry. There was, for example, the 
question of local taxation. There was 
surely no reason why Essex should pay 
Land Tax amounting to £80,000 a year, 
and a wealthy, populous county like 
Lancashire should pay only £20,000 ; 
there was no reason why a man who had 
£10,000 a year and lived in a £200 a- 
year house should pay the same as the 

man who farmed his land and lived in a 

* 

£100 a-year house. It was absurd that 
land should be taxed now as it was 
before the abolition of the Com Laws. 
In those days it was fair they should pay 
an increased tax ; but when that monopoly 
was taken away, the burdens should have 
been removed from the back of the 
farmer. The right hon. Gentleman 
might try his hand in the direction of 
the redemption of tithe. Why could not 
the Government do as had been done 
under the Ashbourne Act in Ireland — 
lend the tithe-owners money at 2^ per 
cent, to redeem the tithe ? Why should 
not the right hon. Gentleman bring in a 
Bill providing that foreign meat should 
be labelled as such ? At present best 
colonial meat was labelled as English, 
and the worst as foreign, the consequence 
being that the middleman made a fortune, 
ihe English farmer lost what he ought to 
get, and the colonial meat got a bad 
name. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would turn his attention to these* 
subjects. 

•Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) : 
During this Debate no word has been 
said by any Irish Member, though Ire- 
land is a country almost entirely agricul- 
tural, and I doubt if there is any place 
that has suffered more from the depres- 
sion than Ireland. I am almost astonished 
at the attitude of the Government in re- 
lation to agricultural depression as if 
affects Ireland, because I remember so 
well in 1886, when Ireland suffered 
greatly from a fall in prices, the whole 
Party which followed the right hon. Geu- 
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tieman the Member for Midlothian (Mr. 
Gladstone) not only supported the then 
Member for Cork in bringing in a Tenants* 
Relief Bill and pressing it forward, but 
thej have gone through the country ever 
Mnce declaring the delay in dealing with 
the question — in dealing with the fall in 
prices at that time — ^absolutely produced 
the Plan of Campaign. Now, I sup- 
pose they do not fear any Plan of 
Campaign, and therefore they let the 
matter drift. Drift seems to be the 
general policy of the Government in 
most things, and they are perfectly pre- 
pared to allow this matter to drift 
on in Ireland, relying on the gentle- 
men over there for keeping the 
peace and preventing any violation of 
the law in this matter. Unquestionably, 

the Chief Secretary for Ireland has 
received a very large number of resolu- 
tions passed at public meetings, especially 
in the Province of Ulster, complaining of 
this agricultural depression. I listened 
to the Debate to-night and heard all 
sorts of remedies proposed. I entirely 
agree with the hon. Member for the 
Woodbridge Division (Mr. R. L. 
Everett). There is no use talking about 
fixity of tenure as a remedy for this 
depression. The Irish farmer has fixity 
of tenure, and as a matter of fact the 
Irish tenant, so far as law is concerned, 
is in an infinitely better position than the 
English, Scotch, or Welsh tenant ; and 
yet, notwithstanding all that law has 
done for this tenant, he feels the agri- 
cultural depression at this moment more 
keenly than his brethren, either in 
England or Scotland. And for this 
reason : he is, generally speaking, poorer 
thau either the English or Scotch 
farmer. It may be said that as regards 
Ireland Parliament has done all that 
Parliament can do. It has been said on 
behalf of the landlord party that Parlia- 
ment, having fixed judicial rents. Parlia- 
ment has done with it. But there is 
one mischief attending the judicial rent 
in Ireland, and that is that when agri- 
cultural depression overtakes the English 
and Scotch farmer, 'there is sympathy 
shown for them, and very often assist- 
ance is given in substantial reductions ; 
whereas in Ireland, where you get your 
fixitj of tenure, the Irish landlord very 
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naturally says "I cannot grant any 
reduction in the rent. At one time you 
and I could make our own terms ; we 
cannot do it now." I speak of the 
Province of Ulster — ^I do not profess to 
speak of any other part ; but so far as 
that Province is concerned, not only has 
there been a fall in the price of cattle, 
but they are absolutely unsaleable at any 
price. 

It being Midnight, the Debate stood 
adjourned. 

Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 



MO TIONS. 



XAND TAX COMMISSIONERS* NAMES 

BILL. 

On Motion of Sir John Hibbert, Bill to 
appoint additional Ck>mmi88ioner8 for executing 
the Acts for granting a Land Tax and other 
Bates and Taxes, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir John Hibbert^ Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and Mr. Gauston. 

Bill presented, and read first time.[Bill 164.] 



RAILWAY 



OF LA- 



SERVANTS (hours 

bour) bill. 

On Motion of Mr. Mundella, Bill to 

amend the Law with respect to the Hours of 

Labour of Railway Servants, ordered to be 

, brought in by Mr. Mundella, Mr. Secretary 

Asquith, and Mr. Burt. 

Bill presented, and read first time.[Bill 165.] 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES LOANS (SCOTLAND) 

ACT (1891) AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Sir George Trevelyan, Bill to 
amend " The Local Authorities Loans (Scot- 
land) Act, 1891," ordered to be brought in by 
Sir George Trevelyan, the Lord Advocate, and 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 166.] 

BUILDING SOCIETIES (nO. 2) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Secretary Asquith, Bill to 
amend the Building Societies Acts, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Secretary Asquith and 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone. 

Bill presented, and read tnt time.[Bill 167.] 
2 C 
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CARRIERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Toung, Bill to amend the 
Carriers Acts (Ireland), ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Young, Mr. M'Cartan, and Mr. Knox. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 168.] 

BARGE OWNERS, &C., LIABILITY 

BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Wootton Isaacson, Bill to 
limit the Liability of Owners and Hirers of 
Lighters and Barges, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Wootton Isaacson, Mr. Charrington, 
Mr. Macdona, Mr. Stewart Wallace, and Mr. 
Barrow. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 169.] 

TRUST INVESTMENT ACT (1889) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Albert Rollit, Bill .to 
amend " The Trust Investment Act, 1889," and 
to extend the powers of Trustees in regard to 
the investment of Trust Funds and Deposits, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert Bollit, 
Mr. Roe, Colonel Howard Vincent, and Mr. 
Oldroyd. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 170.] 

RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Arthur Williams, Bill 
for giving summary powers to the Board of 
Trade and to the Local Authorities with respect 
to railway passengers and goods traffic facili- 
ties and accommodation, and for amending the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Acts, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Arthur Williams, Mr. Row- 
land Jones, Mr. Brunner, and Mr. Bumie. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 171.] 



INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CON- 
FERENCE. 

Cop7 presented,— of Instructions to 
the Delegates of Great Britain, and 
their Reports, together with the Pro- 
ceedings of the Conference [bj Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 

SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1869. 

Cop7 presented, — of Treasury Minute, 
dated 3 1st January 1893, declaring that 



Treasury Jtfinutes upon the subject of 
the claims of the holders of certain 
ofiEices in the permanent Civil Service of 
the State to superannuation under sec- 
tion 4 of the above Act, shall apply to 
(Persons who were holding such offices at 
the date of the passing of the said Act, 
or who have been or may be thereafter 
appointed to such ofiices [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, — of Treasury ]tf inute, 
dated 26th January 1893, granting a 
retiring allowance to l^r. John Michel 
Clarke, Second Class Clerk in the Public 
Record Office, Ireland [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 

Copy presented, — of First Annual Re- 
port of the Proceedings of the Inspection 
Committee of Trustee Savings Banks [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 

CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 

Account presented, — ^for the year ended 
31st March 1892, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 

ARMY. 

Copy presented,— of Further Regula- 
tions relating to Yeomanry Pay and 
Soldiers* Pensions [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (METRO- 
POLITAN COMMONS ACTS, 1866 TO 1878). 

Copy presented,— of Report of Pro- 
ceedings under the Act during the year 
ended 31st December 1892 [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 

t House adjonmed at five minntes 
after Twelve o^dock. 
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the contents of the Report the Associa- 
tion had been kept in ignorance; and 



HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Tuesday^ 1th February 1893. 



Several Lords took the Oath. 

VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS AT DEVIZES. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 

The Bishop op SALISBURY asked 
the Lord President of the Council, in 
reference to the voluntary schools at 
Devizes, what was the nature of the in- 
formation desired by the Education De- 
partment which had not been obtained by 
Her Majesty's Inspector Mr. Brodie's 
recent visit to that place, and if he could 
state when the Department would be able 
to answer the offer of the Devizes Day 
School Association to supply any 
deficiency of accommodation that might 
be found to exist upon the closing of the 
British schools ? He desired to ex- 
plain in a few words the reasons 
for making this request. Devizes 
comprised about 7,000 inhabitants 
with the usual variety of schools, 
including one Roman Catholic and, until 
lately, one British school. The last 
named was a good school, with a need- 
lessly expensive staff, and an attendance 
of 300 scholars. In November last it was 
resolved to close the school at the end of 
February. As soon as possible the 
managers of the other schools formed 
themselves into a Day School Associa- 
tion and declared themselves ready to 



The managers of the British School 
openly and avowedly determined to close 
it in the hope that a School Board might 
be forced upon the town. Her Majesty's 
Inspector of Schools for the district had 
expressed his approval of that course, 
and the Association had called the atten- 
tion of the Department to so strange a 
proceeding, in the hope that it might 
receive the censure it seemed to call 
for, and he received something like a 
reprimand for having entered into the 
arena in this matter. Since that time 
the Association had been endeavouring 
to ascertain whether their offer to supply 
the deficiency would be accepted. 
Another Inspector, Mr. Brodie, had been 
:sent down to make inquiry and report 
upon the circumstances of the case, and 
:ae to what was necessary to be done. Of 
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he therefore begged to ask the question 
which stood in his name. 

The lord PRESIDENT of the 
COUNCIL AND SECRETARY op 
STATE FOR INDIA (The Earl of 
Kimberley) : My Lords, the Depart- 
ment desii'e to obtain perfectly accurate 
information as to the deficiency which 
may exist in the school accommodation 
at Devizes, and with that view they have 
requested the School Attendance Com- 
mittee of the Town Council to take a 
census of children of school age in the 
borough. They do not feel able to give 
an answer to those who propose to sup- 
ply the deficiency until they have 
acquired the information they desire. I 
am not able to tell the right rev. Pre- 
late how soon that information will be 
obtained, but that will depend upon the 
Committee, which I trust will soon be in 
a position to furnish it. 

The Bishop op SALISBURY asked 
what was to be done with the 359 chil- 
dren who would be turned out of the 
school on the 28th February next. 

The Earl op KIMBERLEY : If the 
right rev. Prelate will give notice of his 
question I will endeavour to answer it. 

TRANSMISSION OF LOTTERY CIRCULARS 

BY POST. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord STANLEY op ALDERLEY 
asked the Lord Chancellor if it is the fact 
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power to prevent the transmission 
tlirough the post of foreign lottery ad- 
vertisements ; and, if so, whether Her 
Majesty 8 Government will obtain the 
power by legislation ? He said many of 
their Lordships would no doubt have 
noticed the great number of letters 
coming from Germany with advertise- 
ments of lotteries— in short, what migl t 
be called "gambling at home." In 1891 
the late Sir George Campbell putaquesi 
tion in another place as to whether this 
was not illegal, and the Home Secretary, 
Sir Henry MattTiews, informed him that 
he was advised the Post Office had no 
power to stop them. Printed matter that 
was illegal under Lord Campbell's Act 
could be intercepted by the Post Office 
which would have power to prosecute the 
senders under an Act of 1870. He would 
2 D I 
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ask the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack whether lottery advertisements 
when sent open through the Post Office 
could not be detained, for at the date 
the Home Secretary gave the answer 
he had referred to these advertise- 
ments were sent in closed envelopes. 

The lord CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Herschell) : My Lords, certain Acts 
were passed many years ago dealing 
with the publication of proposals relating 
to foreign lotteries, and the printing and 
publication of advertisements of such 
lotteries. They were not passed witii 
any idea of putting down lotteries, but I 
l^elieve with the object, at all events as 
regards the earlier Acts, of protecting 
British lotteries against the competition 
of foreign lotteries. At that time it was 
not an uncommon thing to raise money 
in this country by means of lotteries ; 
but although the Acts were passed with 
the object I have stated, they are still on 
the Statute Book, and it is still illegal 
to print or publish an advertisement of 
any such lottery. That being the case, 
it may be that, under the Post Office 
Act, 1875, it would be competent for the 
Treasury by warrant to direct that these 
foreign lottery advertisements, when 
they are sent open through the Post 
Office, should be detained and not for- 
warded to their destinations in this 
coiititry, as indecent or improper adver- 
tisements are detained. Although it 
might be perfectly competent to give a 
direction of that sort, it is obvious that if 
there was nothing on the envelopes or 
covers to indicate what the enclosures 
were, it would be necessary to institute 
some amoimt of search on the part of the 
Post Office to find out that those adver- 
tisements were within them ; and if such 
directions were given it is manifest that 
the senders might take the precaution of 
not putting anything outside that would 
indicjite what the contents were. That 
raises the consideration whether it is 
worth while to stop the sending of 
advertisements in that way, and to 
undertake the trouble and inconvenience 
it would involve. Possibly, if it would 
stop the sending of these aclvertisements 
altogether, it might l)e worth while to 
make the effort, but this would only 
relate to advertisements sent in ojxjn 
covers. If the advertisements were sent 
as closed letters an entirely fresh diffi- 
culty would arise. I do not think it 

Lord Stanley of Alderley 



would be possible to give directions for 
the opening of letters, and therefore 
by sending closed letters the effect of a 
warrant could be got rid of. It seemi^, 
therefore, very doubtful whether any 
advantage could be gained by issuing 
such a warrant at present. How^ver^ 
I will consider whether any practical 
step can be taken to stop the sending of 
these advertisements altogether. 

TRUSTEE (consolidation) BILL [h.L.J 

(no. 10.) 

A Bill to consolidate enactments relating to 
trustees ; and 

ADMINISTRATION OF ESTATES (CON- 
SOLIDATION) BILL [h.L.] (no. 11.) 

A Bill to consolidate enactments relating: to 
the administration of the estates of deceased 
|)ersons. 

Were presented by the Lonl Chanceller. 
reatl !• ; and to be printed. 

Several Lords — Took the Oath. 

House atljourned at twenty minutes before 

Five o'clock, to Thursday next, a 

quarter past Ten o'clock. 
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL. 
POWERS) BILL. 

Motion made, and Question proposed.^ 
" That the Bill be read the first time.'' — 
{Mr, Jafnes Stuart,) 

♦Mr. J. LOWTHER (Kent, Thanet) : 
With regard to this Bill, I wish to raise 
a point of order which, at the proper 
moment, I should like to ask jour decision 
upon, Mr. Speaker. It might perhaps be 
conducive to the convenience of the House 
if I stated that point of order and appealed 
to the hon. Member in charge of the 
Bill to postpone it until Thursday or 
some other convenient day. Without 
entering into the merits of the measure^ 
I may say the Bill contains provisions 
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of a very novel character, involving 
proposals of great stringency with 
regard to the imposition of burdens 
upon owners within the area of the 
County of London. It has hither- 
to been held that measures dealing 
with the Metropolis should be con- 
sidered as fitting subjects for public con- 
sideration. I may draw attention to the 
ruling of Lord Ossulton in the case of the 
Weighing of Grain (Port of London) Bill, 
because in the year 1864, on that occasion, 
Lord Ossulton clearly laid down how, in 
liis opinion, they should deal with cases of 
that kind. Mr. Speaker Denison says — 

" This Bill has certainly many features which 
are characteristic of a Private Bill, but it has 
been the jwlicy of late years to introduce Bills 
relating to the Metroix)lis as Public Bills, on 
account of the great extent and general interest 
involved.'* 

He goes on to cite cases of 1843, 1851-2, 
and so on, and then Mr. Speaker Deni- 
son goes on to say — 

" The Bill now before the House relates to the 
part of London which covers an extensive area, 
running, I believe, over four counties, and 
containinga population of nearly thi*ee millions." 

And he also says that if the Bill, which 
he quotes, had related to other towns, it 
would certainly have been regarded as a 
Private Bill, but with regard to London, 
for the reason he gives, he said the case 
was different, *'and have always been 
regarded as fit subjects for public legis- 
lation.^* This point was again raised in 
the year 1889, when you yourself. Sir, in 
response to a question of order that was 
raised, distinctly ruled that the London 
Coal Dues Bill — a Bill which was 
brought in as a Public Bill, and to 
which I have referred, in 1864 — was 
justly brought in as a Public Bill, 

** because it hul been the practice, as laid down 
by Mr. Speaker Denison, that measures re- 
lating to the Metro)>olis c^ould be proceeded 
with as Public and not as Private Bills.*' 

There is no doubt, in addition to that, a 
Standing Order of this House which was 
slightly varied in its phraseology in order 
to meet the new state of aiFairs occasioned 
by the substitution of the London County 
Council for the late Metropolitan Board of 
Works, and the Standing Order clearly 
provides that all proposals of the London 
County Council containing the powet* to 
raise money should be proceeded with as 
Public Bilk. This Bill may not involve 
the power of borrowing money, though 
I contend it does involve a power of 



raising money, not by loan but by 
rate ; it does not contain borrowing 
powers, but powers of raising money 
by rate. I give public notice of this 
distinct point I intend to raise, so that 
the matter may be considered on the 
other side and laid before you with the 
view of your being in possession of all 
the facts and in a position to rule on this 
point once for all. Under these circum- 
stances, I apprehend the hon. Gentleman 
in charge of the Bill will set it down for 
Thursday next, so that the point to which 
I have referred can then be properly 
raised and finally disposed of. 

Mr. JAMES STUART : Sir, I have 
no objection to taking the course sug- 
gested providing you are of opinion this 
is a point that ought to be raised upon 
the First Reading. If you are of opinion 
it is a point that ought to be raised on 
the Second Reading the matter will fall 
to the ground If you are of opinion it 
ought to be raised on the First Reading 
I fall in with that view at once, but 
would point out we have received no 
notice in regard to the matter ; I should 
like all parties to be able to properly 
discuss it on Thursday next, or some 
suitable day, but I am in your hands as to 
how it should be taken. 

•Mr. speaker : If the point of 
order is raised now, I must deal with it, 
but perhaps it would be more convenient 
that the Debate should be adjourned in 
order that the arguments may be stated 
on both sides. After hearing them I shall 
be in a better position to give a final 
decision. 

Mr. JAMES STUART : I will post- 
pone it until next Thursday. 

Further Proceeding deferred till Thurs-. 
day. 



Q UESTIONS. 

OPIUM PILLS FOR CHILDREN. 
Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
an official notice has been posted at Bom- 
bay, to the effect that at present the 
right of selling children's (opium) pillg 
has been given to the Bombay opium 
contractors, and such pills can be bought 
of all the Government opium shops in 
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Bombay ; whether he is aware that many 
Indian children are poisoned by the free 
use of opium ; and whether the Govern- 
ment will consider the expediency of 
rescinding this regulation ? 

The under SECRETARY of 
STATE FOR INDIA (Mr. George 
Russell, North Beds) : The Secre- 
tary of State has no information 
regarding the Notice referred to by my 
hon. Friend ; nor is he aware that many 
Indian children are poisoned by the use 
of opium. He will make inquiries on 
both points. 

THE NEW RAILWAY RATES. 

Sir BERNIIARD SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire, Banbury) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade what 
progress is being made, by the inter- 
vention of the Railway Department, or 
so far as it is within his knowledge, by 
direct negotiation, in the re-adjustment 
of rates of carriage on the railways to 
which objection has been made by traders 
and agriculturists ? 

The PRESIDENT or the BOARD 
of trade (Mr. A. J. Muxdella, 
Sheffield, Brightside) : Perhaps the 
House will allow me, in replying to this 
question, to read a letter I have received 
from Sir Henry Oakley, the Chairman 
of the Associated Companies. It is as 
follows : — 

"The Railway Companies Association, 

Lomlon, 

7th February, 1893. 

Sir, — The Railway ComiMinies observing the 
question of which Sir Bemhanl Samuelson has 
piven notice, ilesirc me to submit the following 
statement : — 

* A Committee of Goods Managers has been 
sitting at the Clearing House four days a week 
since the beginning of January, considering 
and dealing ^ith the complaints received by 
the Boartl of Tnwle, or direct from Traders or 
Public Bwlies. 

A Committee of General Managers has also 
been sitting, and has met deputations of Trailers 
as desired. 

The subjects which have been already dealt 
with are very numerous, comprising nearly all 
the most inqwrtant Agricultural materials or 
pnxlucta, hanlware. holloware, and any descrip- 
tion of manufacture*! ijooiLs and a large number 
of miscellaneous articles. 

The moile of «lealiiig with them has, speaking 
generally, iK^en : — 

(a ) By a<lopting lower class rates for some 
articles when carried under certain 
conditions, or 
(b.') By restorinjj si)€cial rates in force 
prior to 31st Deceraljer, 1J<1*2, or 

iifr, Samuel Smith 



(c.) By granting special rates approxi* 
mating to those in force last year.' 
The general regulations- have been modified 
in some particulars to which objection was 
taken. 

Beyond this joint action each Company is 
dealing in a similar spirit with its local 
Traders, and according to the reports I have 
received, with generally satisfactory results. 

You will see that the action indicated in my 
letters of the 7th and 24th January has been, 
and I can assure you that it will continue to be, 
followed up with all possible energy, and, if it is 
desired, I will undertake to report progress to 
the Board of Trade from to time. 

The Companies do not undervalue the ma^« 
tude of the task before them, but they claim 
from the Board of Trade and from Parliament 
a reasonable time in which to perform it. Alreaily 
the strain on the Goods Staff of the large Com* 
panics and the amount of overtime labour 
involved has caused several valued and experi- 
enced officers to break down in health. 

I am, &C,, 

(Signed) • H. Oaklet. 

Sir Courtenay Boyle, K.C.B., 

Railway Department, Boanl of Trade.'* 

I can only express the hope that the 
daily negotiations between the Board of 
Trade and the companies may have such 
a result as to render Parliamentary inter- 
ference unnecessary. There are still 
grave complaints and grave dissatisfac- 
tion throughout the country, and I hope, 
therefore, the companies will persevere 
with their task of bringing the rates 
within reasonable limits. 

Mr, field (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
Does the communication just read by the 
right hon. Gentleman apply to the 
Clearing House and railways in Ireland ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : No, Sir. I think 
the rates in Ireland are in excess of the 
rates in England, and all communications 
respecting them will be dealt with in the 
same way as the English rates. 

Mr. a. C. MORTON (Peterborough) : 
I wish to ask whether, if the companies 
do not make satisfactory arrangements 
with traders and agriculturists, the Go- 
vernment will introduce a Bill dealing 
with the matter ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : I think we had 
better wait until the occasion arises. I 
have no doubt that if the companies do 
not make satisfactory arrangements in- 
terference will he necessary. 

Sir B, SAMUELSON: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman undertake to keep 
the House informed from time to time of 
the progiv % the negotiations ? 
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Mr. MUNDELLA: I have asked 
Sir H. Oakley to furnish us from time to 
time with information, and I shall take 
care that the matter has my attention. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : 
Cannot the right hon. Gentleman suggest 
to the Railway Companies that the House 
may compel them to give back by way of 
rebate the excess on their charges, as this 
might quicken the pace of revision. 

Mr. MUNDELLA : I have received 
communications from Railway Companies 
who have endeavoured to readjust their 
rates, informing me that they have dated 
back their rebates from the beginning of 
the year. I believe all the Midland 
Companies' contracts so date back. 

Sir J. WHITEHEAD (Leicester) : 
Have not the nine great Railway Com- 
panies had since August, 1891, to prepare 
their new schedules ? 

Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS (Bir- 
mingham, S.) : I should also like to 
know whether the readjustments, as far 
as the right hon. Gentleman has had 
experience of them, are satisfactory to 
himself and to the traders ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA: The readjust- 
ments, as far as they have gone, are on 
the whole satisfactory. There is a vast 
volume of rates which are lower than 
the old rates, and of these we hear 
nothing. It is true that the companies 
have had since August, 1891, to recon- 
sider their rates ; but tliere are several 
hundred million rates, filling, I believe, 
30 or 40 large volumes, and the revision 
of them is an enormous task. I think it 
would have been better if the companies 
had had a little more time to complete 
the task ; and undoubtedly they might 
have approached it in a very different 
spirit. Still, I hope that time will now 
be afforded them to complete the work. 

Mr. BURNIE (Swansea, Town): Ibeg 
to ask whether the right hon. Gentlemen 
will endeavour to impress upon the Rail- 
way Companies that no other settlement 
will be satisfactory that does not within 
a reasonable time bring the rates back to 
what they were before the last revision ? 

[No answer was returned.] 
TOOTING COMMON. 

The Marquess of GRANBY 
(Leicestershire, Melton) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to the statement in the newspapers 



that the Metropolitan Asylums Board 
intend to build a fever hospital close to 
Tooting Common ; whether he is aware 
of the strong local feeling existing against 
any such hospital being erected near the 
Common ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that should any such hospital be 
placed on the- proposed site it would 
prejudicially affect the value as a 
recreation ground of the important open 
space now dedicated to the use of the 
public, he proposes to take any steps in 
the matter ? 

The PRESIDENT of the LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. H. 
Fowler, Wolverhampton) : I can only 
repeat what I said last week in answer 
to a similar question, that the matter will 
have most careful consideration, and 
that no decision will be arrived at with- 
out a local inquiry being held. 

IRISH LIGHTS BOARD. 
Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College Green) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade under what enactment does the 

Irish Lights Board act in maintaining two 
steam yachts for the ostensible purpose 
of inspecting the lighthouses, beacons, 
and buoys on the coasts of Ireland ; how 
often, and at what season of the year 
does .the inspection take place ; how 
many persons take part in the inspection, 
and whether they include any persons 
specially fitted by their business, pro- 
fession, or experience for the work ; and 
how much, on an average, each trip 
costs ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA: By the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act, 1854, the manage- 
ment of all lighthouses, buoys, and 
beacons in Ireland, and the adjacent seas 
and islands, was vested in a body 
constituted by an Act of the Irish Parlia- 
ment passed more than 100 years ago, 
and now styled the Commissioners of 
Irish Lights. This management cannot 
be adequately carried out without the 
steam vessels referred to in the hon. 
Member's question. They are employed 
at all seasons of the year in the numerous 
and various duties of the lighthouse 
service, of which inspection is but one. 
I have asked the Commissioners to supply 
the details desired by the hon. Member, 
and will send him the result when 
received. 
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Mr. macartney (Antrim, S.) : I 
wish to ask whether any complaint has 
ever reached the Board of Trade either 
that the inspections were defective or 
that the persons engaged in carrying 
them out were incapable of performing 
the duty ? 

Mr. MUNDELLA : I think I ought 
to have notice of that question. 

Dr. KENNY : Is it not a fact that 
the trips have been in the nature of mere 
pleasure trips ? 

[No answer was returned.]] 

H.M.S. BltlTANXIA 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether com- 
plaints have reached him that the 
dynamo used for the production of the 
electric light on H.M.S. Britajinia 
causes, when running, a constant and in- 
tolerable tremor and shaking ; whether 
any representations have been made by 
any captains or officers of the Britannia^ 
requesting that this dynamo might be 
removed to the shore or put into a vessel 
not inhabited by young cadets ; whe- 
ther the late First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty ordered last year a change in the 
dynamo, or in its position, calculated 
to remove the cause of complaint ; and 
whether that change has yet been carried 
into effect ? 

•The SECRETARY to the ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire, Clitheroe) : My answer is in 
the affirmative to the three first para- 
graphs of the question. As to the con- 
cluding paragraph, I have to say that 
the work is in hand, and that the plant 
for electric lighting is to he transferred 
as quickly as possible to a mortar vessel 
alongside the ship. 

THE SECRETARY TO THE IRISH POST 

OFFICE. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) : I 
beg to ask the Postmaster General 
whether the present Secretary of the 
General Post Office, Dublin, is al>out to 
vacate that office ; whether his attention 
has been directecl to the fact that the 
post of Secretary, and all the other 
higher posts in the Dublin office, have 
been filled almost invariably by Pro- 
testants, and, in many cases, by English- 
men ; and whether, in the event of the 



present Secretary retiring from office, or 
being promoted, he will consider the 
advisability of appointing an Irishman 
and Catholic as his successor ? 

The POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. A. MoRLEY, Nottingham, E.) : So 
far as I am aware, there is no foundation 
for the rumour that the Secretary to the 
Post Office in Ireland is about to vacate 
his office. 

THE NEWFOUNDLAND LOBSTER 
FISHERIES. 

Mr. GOURLEY (Sunderland) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether any, and what, solu- 
tion has been arrived at regarding the 
differences between the British, French, 
and Newfoundland Governments relative 
to the taking of lobsters on certain parts 
of the Newfoundland coasts ; whether 
the 7nodus vivendi agreed to is still in 
operation, and, if not, is it to be reneweti; 
and will he place all Papers appertaining 
to the disjnite upon the Table of the 
House ? 

The under SECRETARY or 
STATE FOR THE COLONIES (Mr. 
S. BiXTON, Tower Hamlets, Poplar) : 
Her Majesty's Government have agreeil 
with the French Government to refer the 
differences in question to arbitration. 
The modus tnvcndi expired at the end of 
last year. No arrangement has yet been 
come to for its renewal, and Her Ma- 
jesty's Government are not able as yet 
to make anv announcement on the sub- 
ject. Full information as to tbe dispute 
will be found in the l^ipers laid on the 
Table in 1890, and since then the latest 
information on the position of the ques- 
tion is contained in those presented at 
the close of last Session. 

THE MANCHESTER SMALL POX HOS- 
PITAL DISPUTE. 

Mil. MACLURE (Lancashire, S.E., 
Stretford) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been called to the great 
anxietv caused in tbe districts of Willing:- 
ton and Didsbury by the proposed erec- 
tion of a Small Pox Hospital for the 
City of Manchester, in that most impor- 
tant residential suburb beyond the limits 
of the citv ; whether he is aware that 
there is ample space for increased accom- 
modation at Monsall, where the present 
provision for small-{M)x patients exists ; 
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whether he has seen the strong comments 
made at the Lancashire County Council 
against this proposed building being used 
for a purpose so detrimental to so valu- 
able a residential district ; and whether 
he will have a special Report made on 
the subject ? 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : 
I will, at the same time, ask the right 
iion. Gentleman whether proposals are 
being made to increase the accommoda- 
tion for small-pox patients at the Monsall 
Hospital, situated in North Manchester ; 
whether he is aware that North 

Manchester is a densely-populated dis- 
trict chiefly inhabited by artizans and 
their families ; whether he is aware 
«mall-pox is very prevalent in North 
Manchester owing probably to the 
proximity of the Monsall Hospital ; 
that the city gas-works are also situated 
there and pollute the air with sulphurous 
fumes ; and that there has been estab- 
lished in the district a " tip " where 
rubbish may be deposited, which the 
medical men in the district regard as a 
ajource of infectious diseases ; and 
whether he will have a special Report 
made upon this proposal to increase the 
fever accommodation at Monsall, and 
also to inquire whether the nuisance 
<jau8ed by the rubbish tip ought to be 
abated, and inquire generally into the 
sanitary condition of the district ? 

•Mr. H. H. fowler : I am aware 
that there is a verv stronor feeling in 
Manchester in reference to the new^ 
hospital, and in the first instance leo-al 
proceedings were instituted against the 
Corporation to prevent them from 
erecting the hospital. These proceedings 
were decided some days ago in favour of 
the Corporation, and I have just received 
a telegram from the Royal Courts of 
Justice saying that the Court of Appeal 
has affirmed the appeal, and therefore it 
is clear that the Corporation are strictly 
within their legal rights in the course 
they are taking. The intervention of 
the Local Government Board has not 
l)een invoked ; and if the Corporation of 
Manchester, in the exercise of any of 
their un<loubted legal rights, apply for 
the sanction of the Local Government 
Board, it will not ])c given without 
thorough local inquiry. 



ARMENIA. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether any 
representations have been made recently 
by the British Ambassador at Constan- 
tinople with regard to the condition of 
affairs in Armenia ; what was the 
nature of the mission sent by the 
Sultan into Armenia in November last ; 
whether the results of that Mission have 
yet been made known ; and whether any 
information can be furnished on the 
subject ? 

The under SECRETARY of 
STATE. FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

(Sir E. Gre V, Northumberland, Berwick) : 
No general representations have been 
made, but whenever specific instances of 
oppression or injustice are brought to the 
notice of Her Majesty's Ambassador at 
Constantinople he takes such steps as he 
deems best calculated to obtain the 'issue 
by the Porte of suitable Instructions to 
the local authorities. It is the intention 
of His Majesty the Sultan to send a 
Commission next spring to inquire into 
the condition of His Majesty's Asiatic 
Provinces with a view to improving their 
administration. 

THE NEW MAGAZINE RIFLE. 

Mr. HANBURY (Preston) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
rewards, pecuniary or otherwise, have 
been given, or will be given, to persons 
claiming to have made inventions in con- 
nection with the new magazine rifle ; and 
at what date or dates a decision was 
arrived at as to granting such rewards ? 

•The secretary of STATE for 
WAR (Mr. Campbell - Banxerm.vx, 
Stirling Burghs) : I am informed that, 
as regards inventions not protected by 
patents, by a decision of the 12th of 
June, 1891, £1,000 was awarded to Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Holmes for his work in 
connection with long-range sights, and 
£t500 to Lieutenant-Colonel Lewes, also 
for sights. On the 14th of September, 
1891, Mr. Metford was awarded £5,000. 
for his system of rifling, and £1,500 for 
his bullet. With reference to patented" 
inventions, the British Magazine Rifle 
Comf)any were awarded, on the 19th of 
April, 1892, a royalty of 2s. per arm up 
to 500,0vX) anns. As stated by my pre- 
decessor, Mr. Rigbv was refused a 
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with, in each case, the namea of the 
parties in the civil bill, the county in 
which the decree was executed, and the 
hour at which the decree was ex- 
ecuted ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : It is impossible 
to give the information required by the 
hou. and learned Member. The Con- 
stabulary records do not contain it. The 
Executive Government has no control 
over the information which the Sheriff 
may possess. 

Mr. macartney : Then on what 
information did the right hon. Gentle- 
man make his statement ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The Constabulary 
do what they are bound to do, file 
requisitions ; and the figures furnished 
to me were merely figures referring to the 
facts. The names in these transactions 
are not furnished to me. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : Did the in- 
formation filed by the Constabulary dis- 
tinguish between the protection afforded 
to the Sheriff by night and the actual 
seizures which took place ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The Return was 
headed ^^ Seizures and Attempted 
Seizures 

Mr. WILLIAM KENNY : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in afford- 
ing protection by night to the Sheriffs 
in the alleged cases of seizures under 
civil bill decrees, there was any de- 
parture from the practice adopted during 
his former Chief Secretaryship, and 
during previous Administrations ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : To what extent 
protection has in fact been afforded by 
night in the execution of civil bill decrees, 
during the periods referred to, I am 
unable to say. But from 1837 to 1860, 
the giving of such protection by night 
was prohibited by the Constabulary 
rules. By the rules in force from 1860 
to 1888, protection to the Sheriff was 
enjoined in the case of the execution of 
Writs of the Superior Courts, but not so 
enjoined in the case of civil bill decrees, 
or other process of Inferior Courts. In 
1888 a Constabulary rule superseding 
the previous rules was framed, which 
directed the Constabulary to afford pro- 
tection by day or by night, if required by 
the Sheriff, alike in the case of civil bill 
decrees and Writs of the Superior Court. 
This, of course, was in contravention of 
the law. 



Mr. macartney : I wish to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether h& 
still adheres to his statement made the 
other evening that so many seizures were 
made illegally ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : The statement 
was this : that police protection, was- 
afforded to seizures, or attempted 
seizures, by night in the execution of 
civil bill decrees. As far as my infor- 
mation went, and still goes, I must ad- 
here to that statement. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : May I Ask 
whether one of the Law Officers respon- 
sible for the drawing up of the illegal 
order was not one of the Judges who 
took part in the decision in respect to 
the Sheriffs the other day in Dublin ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I am not quite 
sure, but I believe that to be the case. 

Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.) : 
Arising out of the question I should like 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
it is not the fact that there exists a very 
strong feeling in various parts of Ireland, 
especially in County Clare, against the 
execution of these decrees by night, and 
that the moving about of largo forces of 
police jby night is extremely dangerous 
and calculated to produce great excite- 
ment ; and whether it is not the opinion 
of both the police authorities and the 
people generally that these operations 
should be carried out in the light of 
day ? 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order I That 
is rather an expression of opinion than a 
question. 

INDIAN STAFF CORPS GRIEVANCE. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (HuU, Cen- 
tral) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for India whether the Secretary 
of State has under consideration Me* 
morials addressed to the Commander-in- 
Chief in India by Officers of the Staff 
Corps relating to certain grievances, and 
in particular to injuries and incon- 
veniences alleged to be caused by super- 
session of Staff Corps officers by juniors 
in the British Service ; and whether any 
decision had been arrived at ; and, if so^ 
when the Correspondence on the subject 
can be laid upon the Table ? 

Mr. GEORGE RUSSELL: The 
Secretary of State is in communication 
with the Government of India on the 
subject. No decision has yet been ar- 
rived at. 
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DISTRESS IN TORY ISLAND. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 
tion has been called to the reports which 
for some time past have been appearing in 
the Donegal newspapers and in the 
Dublin FreemaiCs Journal^ showing that 
starvation and disease are rife in several 
parts of the County of Donegal, espe- 
cially among the inhabitants of Tory 
Island ; and what measures, if any, are 
being taken for the relief of those 
people ? 

Mk. J. MORLEY : My attention has 
been called to the newspaper reports 
referred to. I have recently had careful 
inquiry made in regartl to the condition 
of Donegal, and find there is no reason 
to anticipate any local distress which 
cannot be readily dealt with under the 
ordinary Poor Law. The sanitary con- 
dition of Tory Island is reported to be 
bad, and is having the attention of the 
proper authorities. 

Mk. mac NEILL (Donegal, S.) : Has 
the right hon. Gentleman any objection 
to give the names and Reports of the 
Local Government Board Inspectors who 
visited the Island ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY: I will consider 
that. 

Mr. T. M. IIEALY: Seeing that 
the late Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant alwavs had a mmboat at the 

■r n 

disposal of the Sheriff and police for 
eviction purposes will the right hon. 
Gentleman now afford a similar con- 
venience for a doctor ? 

Mr. mac NEILL: Will the right 
hon. (ientleman sav what measures have 
been, or are to be, taken for the relief of 
these people? Our information is that 
out of a total population of 320, seven 
have died and 120 are in desperate 
^trait^ 

Mr* J. MORLEY : If my hon. Friend 
will put his question on the Paper I will 
endeavour to answer it. 

THE EVICTED TENANTS COMMISSION. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSP:LL (Tyrone, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretarv of State for 
the Home Department under what con- 
ditions and bv whose authoritv Mr. 
Justice Mat hew was released from his 
judicial duties in England, and sent to 
Ireland as President of the Evicted 
Tenants Commission ? 



Mr. J. MORLEY : With the permis- 
sion of the House I will reply to this 
question. When the Government de- 
cided to appoint an Evicted Tenants 
Commission, it was considered advisable 
that it should be presided over by a 
Judge. For this course there were found 
to be precedents — ^for example, the Bess- 
borough Commission of 1880, appointed 
by warrant to inquire into the Irish Land 
Acts, which held a preliminary sitting 
on August' 7th, 1880, and finally reported 
on January 4th, 1881. Mr. Baron 
Dowse, of the Exchequer Division of the 
High Court of Justice in Ireland, was a 
member of this Commission. Again, the 
Belfast Riots Commission of 1886, over 
which Mr. Justice Day presided, haviuf^ 
been appointed under Warrant of the 
Lord Lieutenant. This Commission 
opened its proceedings on October 4tb, 
1886, sat uninterruptedy until the 2otli 
of October, and finally reported in 
Januarv, 1887. Mr. Justice Mathew 
was accord in s'lv inviteil bv the Lord 
Lieutenant to preside over the recent 
Commission. No conditions were im- 
posed. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : Is it not the 
case that Mr. Baron Dowse was not 
necessarily removed from his judicial 
functions when attending the Bessl)orough 
Commission ? Is it not also a fact that 
the Belfast Commission was appointed 
by Statute ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I am not aVile 
to answer the question whether the late 
Mr. Baron Dowse was able to be upon 
the Bessborough Commission, and also to 
perform his judicial duties. As to the 
Belfast Commission it was appointed 
originally by Warrant, but afterwards it 
hail to acquire powers from Parliament. 
Mr. Justice Day was, however, appointeil 
not by Statute, but by Viceregal War- 
rant. 

THE FAWCETT ASSOCIATION. 

Sir albert ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.) : I iKJg to ask the Postmaster 
(leneral whether he feels able to relax 
the rule prohibiting meetings of Post 
Office officials lH3ing attended by those 
who are not employed in the Post Office 
in the case of the annual meeting of the 
Fawcett Asso<»iation on Wednesday next, 
so far as regards the Chairman and Sec- 
retary of the Association 1 
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Mr. KEIR-H ARDIE (West Hain,S.) : 
At the same time, I will ask the Post- 
master General whether he has received 
applications from the officials of the 
Fawcett Association, or the officials of 
any of the branches of the said Association, 
for leave to attend the annual meeting of 
the Fawcett Association on Wednesday 
next ; and whether such applications 
have been refused ; and, if so, what were 
the reasons for such refusal ? 

Mk. a. MORLEY: Prior to the 
year 1890 sorters and postmen were 
prohibited from holding meetings beyond 
the walls of the Po.nt Office building for 
the discussion of official questions. In 
tiuit year this prohibition, which dated 
from 1866. was withdrawn, and such meet- 
ings were allowed to l)e held subject to 
certain conditions, of which one is that the 
meetings are to be confined to Post 
Office servants, and to those Post Office 
servants only who are directly interested 
in the matter or matters to be discussed. 
No exception to this rule has been made, 
and I should not feel justified in making 
one in favour of two men who were 
dismissed by my predecessor for acts of 
insubordination and defiance, which, in 
his opinion, were subversive of all 
discipline. 

ALLOTMENTS. 

Mk. WARNER (Somerset, N.) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether He contem- 
plates bringing forward any legislation 
which will facilitate the acquirement of 
allotments in places where the difficulties 
of putting the present Act in force 
practically prohibit the increase of al- 
lotments ? 

•Mr. H. ir. FOWLER : I cordially 
sympathise with the object of the hou. 
Meml)cr in putting the question. We 
are carefully considering whether it is 
practicable to legislate this Session. 

THE PAMIRS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
of the account published by the Russian 
official newspapers. The Turkestan 
Gazette, giving details of the conflict 
l»etwecn Russian and Afghan troops 
at Somatash in the Alichur Pamir on 
the 24th July last, and stating that 



Colonel lonoff, in command of the 
Russian troops, justified his attack on the 
Afghans by alleging that '^ in virtue of 
the Convention concluded with Great 
Britain in 1872-3 this district belongs to 
Russia " ; whether the Convention of 
1872-3 contained- any definition of what 
territory belonged to Russia ; whether it 
is claimed by the Chinese Government 
that part of the Pamirs occupied by 
Russian troops belongs to China, and by 
the Amir of Afghanistan that part 
thereof belongs to Afghanistan ; whether 
Her Majesty's Government have enter- 
tained the suggestion that an Anglo- 
Russian Boundary Commission shall be 
appointed to settle between England and 
Russia alone the boundaries of territories 
in the Pamirs without giving to China 
or to Afghanistan any voice in the settle- 
ment ; and when he intends to lay before 
this House any Papers containing infor- 
mation respecting the Russian occupation 
of and claims to the Pamirs ? 

•Sir E. GREY : Yes. The Agree- 
ment of 1872-3 has been laid before 
Parliament. It did not contain any 
definition of Russian territory. Pending 
the result of the negotiations now pro- 
ceediug it is not advisable to make any 
statement in Parliament as to the 
respective claims of China, Afghanistan, 
and Russia in the Pamirs, or as to the 
proposals of the Governments of this 
country, Russia, and China. No papers 
can be laid at present, but I may add 
that Her Majesty's Government will 
certainly not act without careful reference 
to the claims both of Afghanistan and 
China. 

MAGISTERIAL APPOINTMENTS IN IRE- 
LAND. 

Mr. EDWARD M'HUGH (Armagh, 
S.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
aware that gentlemen in Ireland, on 
being notified that they have been ap- 
proved of for the Magistracy, are required 
to pay £6 as stamp duties or fees before 
they can get their appointment, while 
under the same circumstances appoint- 
ments in Scotland are issued free ; and, 
if this is so, will he take steps to have 
the inequalitv reme<lied ? 

Mh. J. MORLEY : The fees de- 
noted by stamp on a Commission of the 
Peace in Ireland are £6, and are pay- 
able under the rules of the Supreme 
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OFFICIAL REGISTRIES AND UNEM- 
PLOYED. 
Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy) : I beg 
to ask the Presideut of the Local 
Government Board whether, in view oJ 
the impossibility under present condi- 
tions of obtaiuiug accurate iufonnatioa 
respectiiig the number of workmen 
employed, he will consider the adv 
biliry of communicatiug with Local 
Authorities, suggest iug to them thi 
opening of official registries, and the for- 
warding of periodical Keports to his 
Department F 

Mr. MUNDELLA : This matten 
Sir, is receiving my most careful cou- 
Biderotion in connection with the arrange- 
ments made with the eBtablishment_ ol 
the new Labour Department of the 
Board of Trade. 

THE CONVICT DALY. 
Mr. WILLIAM KENIJY : I be| 
ask the Secretary of State for the Hi 
Department if he will give 
to the House that tliere is no intention 
OD the part of the Executive to release 
from gaol John Daly, thedynamiter, who 
was sentenced to penal servitude for life 
at the Warwick Summer Assizes of 
1884? 

Mk. ASQUITH : There is not, and 
has never been, any intention to interfere 
in the case of the convict Daly with the 
normal operation of the sentence. 

Mr. sexton (Kerry) : Is that to 
be taken simply as an answer to the 
question, and not to preclude any future 
reconsideration of this man's case ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : In ibecase of long 
sentences there arc fixed periods when 
they come up for reconsideration by the 
Secretary of State. 
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Mr. ASQUITH : In all cases of life 
sentences, which is Daly's case, they are 
reconsidered at the date of 20 years from 
the date of sentence. 
Jfr, J. Morley 



UGANDA. 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHEE (Cumberland, 
Penrith) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the Despatch of the 10th December, 1892, 
from Lord Kosebery to Sir Gerald Portal, 
appearing upon page oO, of Africa, No. 1 
(1893), was telegrapbci to Sir Gerald 
Portal in full, or whether a summary only 
was sent by telegram ; aud if the latter, 
will he communicate to the House the 
terms of such summary ? 

■Sir E.GREY: The Instructions were 
taken to Zanzibar by Mr. Kodd, who de- 
livered them to Sir Gerald Portal per- 
sonally. Sir Gerald sailed forthemaioland 
as soon as he had received them. 

LIVERPOOL POST OFFICE. 
Mr. SCHWANN : I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General whether he is aware 
that the postmaster of Liverpool has been 
able to arrange for the cmployet of the 
post office of Liverpool to have their holi- 
days from 1st March to 31st October; and 
whether he thinks he will l>eableIoarrange 
for the emplot/fs of the Manchester Post 
Office to enjoy the same facilities during 
the present year, thereby fulfilling the 
expectations held out by the late Post- 
master General at the end of last fjession, 
now some eight mouths ago ? 

Mr. a. MOELEV : The arrangement 
made for certain emplayfs at Liverpool 
made at the inslanco of the Depart- 
t, as it was found possible to make 
the change at little extra expense. 
Wherever local circumstances permit post- 
~<tcrs to make similar arrangement", I 
shall be glad to see them adopted, and 
pecifti considemtion will be given to the 
ase of Manchester. 

UNHEALTHY LVDU8TRIES. 
Mr. woods (Lancashire, luce) : I 
>eg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, with reference to the 
Order issued by him on the 24th De- 
cemlicr, 1892,cerlifyihg that thefollowiog 
processes were dangerous to health, 
namely, the manufacture of earthenware, 
the manufacture of explosives iu which 
li-nitro-benzole is used (iucluding am- 
aonite, roburtte, and bclHte), chemical 
works, and quarries, whether lie is 
■e that these explosives are freely 
used in the coal mines in Lancaehu-e, in 
some cases where the ventilation ie in- 
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flufficient to carry away the noxious aud 
poisonous fumes ; that in the opinion of 
the Lancashire Miners' Federation, after 
a lengthy investigation into the subject 
by experts, men are in many cases being 
slowly poisoned by breathing the emitted 
gases; and if he will cause an investi- 
gation into the whole subject with a view 
of giving the miners adequate protection 
against what they consider a deadly 

poison ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : It has been brought 
to my notice that the use of roburite and 
explosives of a similar character is ob- 
jected to by the Lancashire miners on 
the grounds stated in the question. The 
matter has been frequently considered, 
but I have directed further inquiries to be 
made, and I am not yet in a position to 
eay whether a case has been made out 
for such an investigation as my hon. 
Friend desires. 

Mr. woods : WiU the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire whether the objection 
to the use of roburite comes from the 
employes or the Inspectors of Mines ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : The whole of the 
<5ircumstances will be inquired into. 

THE IRISH BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Colonel NOLAN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland what is the proportionate majority 
which His Excellency the Lord Lieuten- 
ant considers must exist in the Irish 
Board of Education, before he assents to 
the recommendations of that Board ; if 
he, when in his letter of the 27th ultimo 
he states that the Irish Government are 
fully sensible of the importance of 
■enabling as many primary schools as 
possible to share at the earliest opportu- 
nity in the public grants for educational 
purposes, includes among such schools 
those of the Christian Brothers ; and if 
Her Majesty's Government intends to 
t«ke an early and material step to extend 
the ordinary educational grant to the 
Christian Brothers ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : (1) Assent to re- 
commendations of the Irish National 
Board of Education must, of course, 
depend ultimately upon the merits, but 
the circumstances of a proposed change 
being recommended with something like 
unanimity by the Commissioners of 
National Education would undoubtedly 
:add weight and authority to such a pro- 
posal. (2) Certainly the remark in my 



letter includes the Christian Brothers* 
schools. (3) I am not in a position at 
the present moment to state the intentions 
of the Government in this matter. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : Did the rules 
adopted by the Board apply solely to the 
schools of the Christian Brothers ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : That will better 
be answered when the whole Correspon-* 
deuce is before us. 

Mr. sexton : Did the right hon. 
Gentleman in his letter promise to con- 
sider any further suggestion or recom- 
mend the Board to reconsider the 
matter ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : No, Sir. But, of 
course, if the Board think fit to make 
any further proposals they will have the 
careful attention of Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment. 

VOLUNTEER NON-COMMISSIONED 
OFFICERS. 

Mr. COLSTON (Gloucester, Thorn- 
bury) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, having regard to 
the important position occupied by 
Volunteer non-commissioned officers, the 
Government contemplate extending to 
them the long service decorations already 
granted to officers of the Force ? 

•Mr. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
As the hon. Member is aware, the Volun- 
teer decoration has been quite recently 
conferred upon officers, and the process 
of distribution is not yet concluded. But 
I have already received fron various 
quarters suggestions for a similar recogni- 
tion of the services of non-commissioned 
officers, and I will give every considera- 
tion to the subject. 

LIQHTHOUSE ILLUMINANTS. 

Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade whether he 
will lay upon the Table the Correspon- 
dence between Shipowners, Chambers of 
Commerce, Mr. John R. Wigham, the 
Commissioners of Irish Ligiits, the 
Trinity House, and the Board of Trade, 
which has taken place since the issue of 
the last Return on the subject of light- 
house illuminants ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : If the hon. Mem- 
ber desires it, and moves for the Return 
I shall offer no obiection. 
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OLD AGE PENSIONS. 

Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether there is any objection on the 
part of the Government to vary or add 
to the reference to the Royal Commission 
on the question of providing old age 
pensions, so as to include Ireland within 
its scope ; and whether a Representative 
of Ireland will be added to the Com- 
mission ? 

•Mr. H. H. fowler : The present 
inquiry is limited to the operation 
of the Poor Law in England and Wales. 
No doubt the Report of the Commission 
will be of great service to those on whom 
hereafter will devolve the duty of dealing 
with the Poor Law of Ireland. 

Mr. CLANCY : Will the right hon. 
Gentleman appoint a similar Commission 
for Ireland ? 

Mr. H. H. fowler : That question 
should be addressed to the Chief Secre- 
tary. 

Mr. CLANCY : I will, then, ask the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I must carefully 
consider the appointment of any more 
Commissions. 

THE AGRICULTURAL INQUIRY. 

Mr. DODD (Essex, Maldon) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether the proposed inquiry 
will be large enough in its scope to in- 
clude the consideration of the question 
whether tithes and local taxation aggra- 
vate the existing agricultural depression, 
and to what extent ? 

The PRESIDENT of the BOARD 
OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Gardner, 
Essex, Saffron Walden) : In answer to 
my hon. Friend I have to say that the 
reference will be of a general character 
in accordance with the precedent of 1836. 

THE BETTING LAWS. 

Mr. a. C. MORTON (Peter- 
borough) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he will introduce a Bill this 
Session to amend the law relating to 
betting and gambling ? 

Mr. ASQUITH : I do not propose to 
introduce a Bill on the subject mentioned 
in the question. 
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Dr. KENNY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to a letter addressed by the 
High Sheriff of Dublin to the Dublin 
Corporation regarding the exclusion of 
the official representatives of the Dublin 
Corporation from the Committees of the 
Irish Lights Board ; whether he has 
received from the Corporation of Dublin 
a communication regarding the repre- 
sentation of the Dublin Corporation 
upon the Constitution of the Irish Lights 
Board ; and whether it is the intention 
of the Irish Government to consult with 
the Board of Trade with a view to giving 
effect to the suggestions of the Dublin 
Corporation ? I should also like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman if, in order to 
allay the prevalent irritation, the Govern- 
ment will introduce legislation dealing 
with this matter ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I answered the 
question on the Paper yesterday. I am 
aware there is some irritation, and the 
question of bringing in a Bill to deal 
with the subject will, if necessary, be 
considered. 

THE COUNTY MAGISTRACY. 

Mr. LEON (Bucks, N.) : I beg to 
ask the Attorney General whether the 
Lord Chancellor has the power of 
appointing county magistrates apart 
from the recommendation of the Lord 
Lieutenant ? 

•The attorney GENERAL (Sir 
Charles Russell, Hackney, S.) : It i* 
the fact that the Lord Chancellor has the 
power of appointing magistrates in 
counties apart from and without the 
recommendation of the Lord Lieutenant. 
At the same time, I have to add that the 
usual mode in which such appointments 
have been made is on the recommendation 
of the Lord Lieutenant. 

MR. COMMISSIONER KERR. 

Mr. ERNEST SPENCER (West 
Bromwich) : I beg to ask the Attorney 
General whether his attention has been 
called to the report of the case of ** Baker 
r. Eraser," which was heard by the 
Divisional Court on Friday, 3rd Febmary, 
and in which case the Lord Chief Justice 
is reported to have complained that the 
persistent neglect of the Commissioner 
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of the City of London Court to take 
notes of the evidence in cases tried by 
him entails cruel and unnecessary hard- 
ship and expense upon the suitors which 
the High Court has no means of pre- 
venting ; and whether, considering the 
nature of the complaint of the LonT 
Chief Justice, and the inability of the 
High Court to afford any remedy, the 
Attorney General, or other proper 
authority, will take whatever measures 
may l>e uecesary in the interests of the 
suitors in the City of London Court ? 

•Sir C. RUSSELL : I have had my 
attention called to the report mentioned 
in the question, and I will see that the 
learned Judge is made aware of the 
purport of that report ; but I have no 
authority to exercise over the learned 
Commissioner. 

THE BOMBAY COMMAND. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Deau) : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, supposing 
no appointment to the vacancy in the 
Bombay Command to have yet been 
actually made, Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment will consider, before taking the 
final steps towards appointing an officer 
to the post, the representation made by 
successive Viceroys in Council in favour 
of the amalgamation of the Indian Armies, 
and based on an increase of efficiency and 
saving of cost ? 

•The first LORD of the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. W. E. Gladstone, Edin- 
burgh,Midlothian) : Sir J. Hudson has been 
appointed, and the appointment is made 
like that of Sir George Greaves, subject to 
any alteration that may be for the benefit 
of the public service. A proposal has 
1)eeumade by the Indian Government upon 
the subject of the amalgamation of the 
Indian Armies, which will receive the 
careful consideration of the Government. 

THE LAW OFFICERS OF THE CROWN. 

Mr. POWELL- WILLIAMS : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether any alteration has been made, by 
Minute or otherwise, in the system or 
arrangement regulating the scale of fees, 
in aildition to salary, received by the Law 
Officers of the Crown, under which such 
fees have been increased in amount ? 

•The chancellor of the EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir W. Harcourt) : Per- 
haps my hou. Friend will allow 



me to answer that question. A change 
has been made in the position of 
the Law Officers, and the Treasury 
Minutes dealing with the subject will be 
laid upon the Table. Meanwhile I may 
explain that Law Officers will not in 
future appear as counsel for a private 
client except before the Privy Council 
and in cases in the House of Lords. 
Their Department will be placed upon a 
permanent footing and will be provided 
with a clerical staff. I believe that the 
new arrangement will enable Govern- 
ment departments to avail themselves of 
the advice and assistance of the Law 
Officers more readily, and imder more 
favourable conditions than before, and 
will ensure a record being kept of all 
questions referred to the Law Officers,, 
and all opinions given. The want of 
such a record has frequently been the 
cause of inconvenience. The only 
alteration in the Law Officers^ fees will 
be that while the former Minute pre- 
scribes that the fees shall be such as a 
Queen^s Counsel of average standing in 
the profession might properly accept 
from a private client, subject to a certain 
maximum, the new Minute limits the 
fees to those which a Queen^s Counsel 
of like standing might reasonably expect 
from a private client. I hope the 
House will think the arrangement satis- 
factory. 

IRISH DRAINAGE BOARDS. 

Colonel NOLAN (Galway, N.) : I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works if the Government will this year 
bring in a small Bill to permit of 
occupiers in Ireland forming Drainage 
Boards ? 

Mr. J. MORLEY : I will answer that 
question. It appears to me that the 
Drainage and Improvement of Land 
(Ireland) Act of last Session carries 
out the object of the hon. and gallant 
Member. This Act enables a tenant to 
be substituted for the proprietor in a 
drainage district (1) by agreement with 
the proprietor ; (2) by order of the Boarcf 
of Works against the proprietor's consent 
if they are satisfied that such substitution 
is expedient. A tenant so substituted 
has, with one exception — namely, the 
right of dissenting from the formation of 
the drainage district — ^all the rights and 
liabilities of a proprietor during the 
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[and, are agreed on the absolute neces- 
»itj of some measiiree being taken for 
:he temporary revision of judicial rents, 
le will introduce, or on behalf of the 
oioverumeut support, some such measure 
:liiH Session ? 

•Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : I thought 
nj right hou. Friend the Chief Secretary 
jad already answered that questioo. If 
[ am wroQg, perhaps the hoD. Member 
rill put dowQ uotice of bia question. 



NEW MEMBER 8W0BN. 
Sir Joseph Crosstaud, Knight, for 
iluddersfield Borough. 



MO TION. 

BUSINESS OF THE HODSE. 

lATB OS THE ADDRESS. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

*'That the Order of the Daj for resuming the 

Ldjoumed Debate on the Address in aiutwvr to 
ler Majesty's S()eech have precedence thisiiavof 
he Notices of Motion, and Tivmorrow of tha 
tber Oidera of the Day."— (Jfr. W. B. GUd' 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Loutb, N.) : I 
vish to ask the Governmeut whether 
heir attention has been directed to the 
ODStant system of obstruction going on 
rith reference to this Debate, and \vhe- 
her Her Majesty's Miuistera do not 
hink it time tliat this Debate should 
nd ? A system has grown up of lion. 
Members moving tlie Adjournment of the 
>ebato for wliat Sir Stafford Northcote 
escribed as " bonnets " for other Gentle- 
lengeuerally officially connected with the 
»te Government, such as the Private 
Secretary to the late First Lord of the 
Treasury. The Member for Dover (Mr. 
Vyndham), and one of the Members for 
)own, got up towards the end of the 
vening without any intention what- 
ver of taking part in the Debate, and 
loved the Adjournment ou behalf of 
ome of their confederaton, and then 
ame in the next day and, when 
obody had any desire or intention to 
steu to them, got up and launched into 
resh oceans of debate. During the time 
'hen Mr. W. H. Smith was First Lord 
f the Treasury the House constantly 
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heard every day 
di(?iiLty of tlie i 

x>f the country Blioiild be disposed of with 
dispatch, and I muRt say that in my ex- 
perience of the House I have nevei 
known such unmitigated obstruct iou aa 
had been proceeding under the sauctiou 
of the Tory Party, culminating last night 
in the unprecedeuted action of the Leader 
of the Opposition (Mr. Balfour) who, 
since the first time blocking waa invented, 
came down himself and without waiting 
for any of hia supporters to do what is 
generally regarded as " shore " work, he 
himself objected to a wliole series of 
Government Bills. So far as my brief 
csperienee has gone iiever before has the 
Leader of an Opposition himself person- 
ally taken part in the meaner devices of 
ohstnictioD, they have been left to the 
irregulars and persons below the Gang- 
way, some of whom probably belong to 
the Irish quarter. I do not know whe- 
ther that is so or not, bnt I do think the 
time has now arrived when a Motion 
giving effect to the Address should be 

Mk. a. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, 
E.) : The hon. and learned Gi 
has discussed the general position of the 
business of this House, aud has told us 
that never in his experience — a consider- 
able experience — has he known any case 
in which what he calls "obstruction" 
has been so openly practised. The hon. 
Geutlcman is a great authority on the 
point — uo man is a greater authority — 
and I shall not venture to set my own 
opinion a<;ain8t his, but I will simply 
ask the House whether they think the 
amount of time we have spent ou the 
general discussion on the Address — in 
the first place on an Amendment moved 
by a supporter of the Government, in 
the second place upon so important a 
question as agricultural depression — is at 
all in excess of the merits and the atten- 
tion that those questions ought to 
excite in the House ? The hon. and 
learned Gentleman has told us that a 
practice is growing up of Members 
moving the Adjournment not intending 
to speak next day, and ctted the ca:^e 
of my hon. Friend the Member for 
Dover (Mr. Wyudham), who moved the 
Adjournment on Friday night and did 
not s|)cak in the Debate yesterday. My 
hon. Friend is not present. He did desire 
to speak ou the question of Uganda, be- 
VOL. VIII. [folkth series.] 



licving that the attitude of the Gover 

ment ou Monday would 1>e the same 

ou Friday, and I may remind him and tl 

House that if the Government on Frtdi 

had made up their minds to deliver ti 

peechea on Friday which they d 

livered on Monday, three hours at lea 

of the time of tlie House, of which t 

hon. and learned Gentleman has becor 

the careful and jealous cust^Mlian, wou 

have been saved. With regard to t 

observations he made in reference to n 

action last night in objecting to t 

Government bringing in after 12 o'eloc 

and without a statement, one of th< 

principal Bills, I was duly endeuvourii 

to see that the Government carried a 

what I believe has been the hahiti 

practice of all Governments, and certaii 

the practice of the late Government. 

recollect that when I brought in Bills 

certainly not equal in general importau 

to the Registration and Electioneeri 

Bills of the right hon. Gentleman — wb 

I brought in a Bill for Private £ 

legislation in Scotland, the present Sec 

tary for War not only insisted that tl 

Bill should be introduced with a spee 

by the Minister in charge of it, hut tl 

there should he a whole uight's Deb 

on the question. Until the House 1 

had an opportuuity of hearing the rij 

hon. Gentleman explain his Bill, tL 

cannot say whether there should In 

Debate ou it ; but I certainly do objt 

the part of the Opposition, to imp 

t Government Bills, not Departmci 

Bills, being brought in without i 

single word of explanation. I feci s 

that the Minister in charge of the Re( 

tration Bill does not desire to force 

First Reading of that measure upon 

without giving such an explauutiou 

the House has an undoubted right to h 

such an important occasion. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : I do 

wish to mix myself up in any con 

versial way in the topic now before 

and I do not consider myself warrai 

in the present stage of the proceed! 

in so doing, hut Z must enter a cer 

protest against what has been stated 

the right hon. Gentleman. He just 

himself in opposing the introduction i 

late hour of my right hon. Frie 

Registration Bill by a Scotch Bill 

Private Bill Legislation. What I a 
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determine whe'her it requires a prelimi- I usual in such cases. That is only one of 



nary statement and that interference 
with the course of public business which 
a preliminary statement would entail. 
In the case of the Scotch Bill there was a 
great deal of difference affecting the 
root of the Bill, and the whole method 
of proceeding. Consequently it was 
obviously right and necessary that there 
should be a preliminary statement. In 
the case of the Registration Bill what 
has happened ? We have introduced a 
Bill for this purpose l)efore, wheu we 
were in Opposition. We found a 
general acknowledgment on all sides of 
the House that there should be a Bill, 
and that being so the question appeared 
to us to be one of detail so far as 
differences of opinion were concerned, 
and therefore if my right lion. Friend 
had been allowed to introduce it as a 
private Member he would have stated 
that the general purpose of the Bill was 



the objections to the practice which has 
sprung up. I do not say it has spruu^ 
up on the part of one or another Party ; 
I speak of it as a change and a deviatioQ 
from ancient custom, which, upon the 
whole, does not contribute to the despatch 
cf Public Business. I am speaking of 
that as a misfortune, in my opiuioo, 
because the House will be surprised when 
I observe that upon the Address, with- 
out any positive issue at all, it has not 
infrequently happened that in reccut 
years one-tenth or one-twelfth part of 
the whole available time of the House 
during the Session has been consumed by 
the discussion on the Address. That is 
a serious discount to lay upon our limiteil 
power of transacting business. I am not 
presuming to censure anybody ; but at 
the same time I mav be allowed to state 
mat not to-night, but, I think, after 
to-morrow it may be requisite for us to 
consider whether we should not ask the 



to give effect to changes such as those 

which in principle have been very largely I House to take seriously into view the 

recosrnised on all sides of the House. ' expediencv of arriving at some close of 



That is to say, that we were able to 
look upon it as being in all respects, 
properly speaking, a non-contentious 
Bill, and that was the ground of proceed- 
ing with it. I must express my regret 
that it was stopped by my right lion. 
Friend last night, though I am bound to 
admit there has been some precedent, 
if not warrant, for that proceeding 
— excepting so far as regards the high 
character and station he holds in this 
House — in other quarters of the House, 
to which I need not particularly allude. 
With reference to the Motion before the 
House, I must confess that, in my 
opinion, the House is, upon the whole, 
greatly the loser by the practice which 
has sprung up quite of late years of 
miscellaneous, I may say multitudinous 
discussions, without any distinct issue, 
upon the Address. I shall use every 
effort in my power to arrest the general 
Debate on the Address, and if the right 
lion. Gentleman is disappointed, as he 
miirht be, as to the insufficient de- 
velopment of the Debate on the 
subject of Uganda on Friday, I 
am bound to observe that that 
arose out of the circumstance that we 
were debating the que-^tion without the 
Papers on the subject l)efore us, but 
which we prepareil with every expedi- 
tion, and with greater expedition than is 

Mr. W. E. Gladstone 



>xpedi 

the Debate on the Address in order 
that we may proceeil with the general 
business. 

Colonel NOLAN said, the Prime 
Minister seemed to follow up the suggei^- 
tion which he understood had been made 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
North Louth (Mr. T. M. Ilealy) that the 
Address was to be clotured. As the hon. 
and learned Member for North Lonth wa.< 
an Irish Member he would like to sav 
that the effect of that might l>e to shut 
out and prevent the hon. Member for 
Waterford (Mr. J. E. Re<lmond) from 
bringing in his Amnesty Motion, which 
would be most unfortunate. It was, in 
his opinion, highly desirable that that 
question should be discussed in the 
House, and a very large number of people 
in Ireland would be disappoiutwl if it were 
not discussed. He, therefore, hoped 
when the question of the hon. and 
learneil Member for North Louth wa4 
considered, it would be recollected that a 
certain number of Irish Meml>ers were 
most anxious that the subject of amnesty 
should be brought l)efore the House. 

Mr. JOHNSTON rose to point 
out that the first person to object to the 
introduction of the Registration Bill wns 
an enthusiastic supporter of the Govern- 
ment — the hon. and learne<l Member for 
North ^— *»• ^Mr. T. M. Healy), 
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Mb. macartney thought that 
while no ooe would object to the tone of 
the observations made by tLe right lion. 
Oeutlemao the Leader of the House, it 
seemeil to him extraordinary that tlie 
right hou. Geutlemnu did not tiud it coti- 
veiiient during the six years lie wbb iu. 
Oppositiou, and reepousible to a certain 
extent for the uoutrol of the business of 
the House, to address these observations 
to the Members of his Party. Those 
now in opposition would recollect how 
often iu the last Parliament the husiueKB 
of the. House and the progress of legisln- 
tiou was impeded by discussious possess- 
ing not oue quarter of the importance 
that attached to the Ameudments to the 
Address. He could tell the right bou. 
Gentleman that if the Goverumeiit in- 
tended to prohibit debate on the Address 
on importaut questions aflccling their 
Executive Government in Ireland, they 
would not facilitate legislation during the 
Session. He could quite understand, 
Mnd after the venlict of Hudderslield 
everyone could understand, how incou- 
venieut it would be for riglit hou. Gentle- 
men to meet the questions involved iu 
(he Amendment of the bou. Member for 
the City of Loudoiiderry. Tliere were 
other questions involved iu the Ameud- 
ments upon which mauy Members from 
Ireland desired discussiou, and he did 
believe his hou. Friends would ask the 
right bou. Gentleman for greater facilities 
thau they were entitled to for the dis 
nion of these questions. They did 
■ilesire to protract the Uebate on 
Address, and a comparison of the nun 
of speeches made this tSession with the 
number made iu former Sessions iu 
Doltate on the Address would show tliat 
no undue advantage had been take 
the opportunity. If they were not 
mitted to discuss these questions upon 
the Address, tbeu upon the first oppor- 
tunity they would certainly bring the 
<|uestions, which they had given u< 
of raising, before the attention of the 
House. 

Mh. sexton (Kerry, N.) : As 
personal contributiou to the question of 
the conduct of business I would pioiut 
out that if the Government desire 
proceed rapidly tlicy liave only, on ai 
(lay, to suspend the Twelve o'clock Kul 
aud, by virtue of that, it would be 
)K>ssible for them any night to introduce 
their BillD. But I rose for the purpose 



if making one observation with rel 

what fell from the hon. and , 
Member for Galway (Colonel Noli 
chink the hon. and gallant Gentlen 

intend that his words shouli 
the meaning suggested by them 
seemed to suggest that my he 
learned Friend the Member for 
Louth (Mr. T. M. Healy) had s< 

Ion or desire to interfere wi 
fair facility that should l>e atTordei! 
hon. Member for the City of Wb 
(Mr, J. Bedmoud) for briuging i 
his Ameudmeul. I am authorised 
that he had no such intention 
remarks were pointed to the conv 
of closing the Debate on the 1 
next Friday in order that thei 
might be taken up next week 
myself, and every Irish Nat 
Member who sits in this House 
say we desire the bon. Gentlen 
Member for the City of Wi 
should have fair opportunity f 
senting to the House the merits 
case in support of his Amendinei 

itself, but we desire that facility 
be given for the discussiou 
Amcndmeiit. The suggestion 
hon. and learned Member for Lou 
T. M. Healy) was not intended I 
fere with that. 

Mr. HOWELL said, that if tl 
hou. Gentleman would give 
Members WednesiUy for the dii 
of their Bills tbey would find t 
whole question of registration wi 
raise<l on the first Bill on the Pac 
*Mk. J. LOWTHEtt (Kent, T 

1 do not quite understand wiiat tl 
hon. Gentleman intended by his n 
to the possible necessity of actioi 
part of the Government, with a 
the curtailment of the discussion) 
Address. I do not know wliei 
meant it might be necessary i 
action to prevent the undue prolo 
of discussion on any special Amei 
or whether he contemplated class 
innocent and guilty together, a 
minating once for all the eousti 
opportunity enjoyed by the 11 
Commons for raising questions 
Address in reply to the Speech fi 
Throue. I conclude the rigl 
Gentleman, with his constitution! 
iug and experience, must liiive 
plateil merely interposing to prei 
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discussion on anj specific Amendment 
being unduly prolonged beyond the 
necessity of the case. If there is any 
idea of giving effect to the suggestion, 
emanating from a very ominous quarter, 
I would, as a Member in charge of an 
Amendment of a wholly non-Party cha- 
racter, an Amendment raising a question 
by no means dividing Members of this 
House upon Party lines, I should strongly 
object to being debarred from my con- 
stitutional opportunity on account of 
gentlemen from Ireland and elsewhere 
choosing to discuss other questions, 
with the result that I should not 
be allowed the rights which every 
Member has a right to claim. My 
Amendment was handed in at the earliest 
possible opportunity, but I was informed 
that, according to what I think a wise 
rule, I was bound to wait my turn with 
other Amendments which relate to sub- 
jects mentioned in an earlier part of the 
Queen's Speech. I would appeal to the 
House under no circumstances to allow 
any action to be taken that would prevent 
this House discussing any question 
legitimately raised. 

•Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE : I said 
nothing of curtailment ; but there is a 
mode which has been referred to already 
in this discussion — namely, that of the 
suspension of the Twelve o'clock Rule, 
which might enlarge the opportunities 
of Members, and at the same time might 
tend to give an earlier day for the intro- 
duction of Government measures. 

•Mr. J. LOWTHER : I should enter 
a very marked protest against being 
compelled to raise a question of great 
importance, and one which commands 
very great interest, not only in this 
House, but throughout the country, at 
any unearthly hour. 

Question put, and agreed to. 



ORDERS OF THE DAY. 



ADDRESS IX ANSWER TO HER M V JESTY'S 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

3I0TI0N FOR ADDRESS. [ADJOURNED 

DEBATE.] 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment proposed to 
ijuestion [Slst January], " That an 

Mr. J, Lovcther 



humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty, as followeth : — 

Mo6t Gracious Sovereign, 

We, Your Majesty^s most dntiful and loyal 
Subjects, the Commons of the United Kingduza 
of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to thank Your Majesty for 
the Most Gracious Speech which Your Majestj- 
has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.**' 
— (J/r. Lambert,') 

And which Amendment was 

At the end of the Question to add the 
words,— "But this House humbly expresses it» 
regret that no measures are announced by Your 
Majesty for the present relief of those who arc 
affected by the existing wide-spreal depression 
in Agriculture, either by means of readjustment 
of local burdens or otherwise.'* — (J/r. WhartoH.) 

Question again proposed, *' That thos^e 
words be there added." 

Debate resumed. 

•Mu. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) : 
When my speech was interrupted last 
night I was endeavouring to describe the 
condition of agriculture in Ulster. I 
believe that the condition prevalent in 
Ulster exists throughout the whole of 
Ireland ; but inasmuch as I am not 
familiar with the South and West of 
Ireland, I prefer in my observations ta 
confine myself solely to the Province 
where I know the facts. The 
right hou. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, in the course of the 
Debate the other day, stated that rents 
were never better paid. I do not know 
whether he meant that statement to 
apply to the whole of Ireland, or to any 
specific part of it. But upon that 
remark I have two observations to make^ 
and the first is this : that if, in the 
midst of depression such as we are 
passing through now, the rents in Ireland 
were never better paid, I want to know 
what can be said for the non-payment of 
rent in other years when no such depres- 
sion existed, and when too many hou. 
Gentlemen on this side of the Hou^e 
practically encouraged the non-payment 
of rent ? But, Mr. Speaker, I should like 
to tell the right lion. Gentleman that if 
rents are paid now they are not paid out of 
the profits of the soil. It is not economic 
rent at all this year. What are the facts 
in Ulster ? There are two great rent 
producers in that Province. Rent is 
paid in Ulster mainly by the sale of 
cattle, and by the sale of flax. 
Without tiiese two things rent cannot he 
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pHi<l. Tot the last uitie or ten nioutlia 
uot aiily bkve the prices of cuttlo liccii 
law but csrtttiu kiuJrt of cattle iire practi- 
Kidlly uii»aleable. I have bueii in fair after 
fair ; I have aeeu the cntcte tukeu to the 
fairs, I have seeu tlicm takeu away. It 
was perfectly impossible to 8ell tbem, 
uiid, as a matter of fact, all over my 
owu coustitueiicy the reuC is walkiug 
about ou four legs iu the ftelil. Now, 
iSir, as regard;) flax the situation is even 
wortie. It is only grown iu Ulster, nuii 
at tlie best of times is a very hazardous 
crop. But, as a matter of fact, the flax 
crop this year iu the Province of Ulster 
has uot paid for the seed. I state these 
facts from my owu personal knowledge, 
and what I have to suy to the right hon. 
Gentleman is this : If his statement is 
accurate — and I am sure it is made ou 
good auibority — that rents were uever 
better paid iu Ireland tbau this year, 
then my answer is twofold : They ought 
to have been paid in years when 
there was no depression ; there ought 
never to have lieen any Plan of Cam- 
paign, and that if tbey arc paid tJiis year 
ihey have not been paid out of the pro- 
duce of ihc laud, but the littie reserve of 
the small fanner has lieen broken in il]>oa 
in order to pay the rent. I twitted the 
Government last night with not follow- 
ing tlie precedent set by their predeces- 
sors in this matter. Th(:re was a time 
at tlie be<^Luniug of the la^t Parliament 
when Ireland was affected by a fall in 
prices. The right hon. Gentleman 
knows what took place. The late Mr. 
Parnell introduced a Tenants Belief Dill. 
He asked fur facilities from the uoble 
Lord the Member for Faddington, wlio 
was thou Leader of the [louse, for that 
Bill. Those facilities were granted, and 
A long discussion took place. The right 
hon. Gentleman may lell me that one 
of our main objections to that Bill was 
that au inquiry was proceeding, that 
the Cowper Commission had been 
issued, and therefore that the Govern- 
ment of that day and their sup- 
porters took exactly the same ground 
that the Governmeut take to-day — that 
a Commission had been appointed to 
inquire, and nothing could be done until 
that inquiry hod been completed. I do 
not know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man means to take that position or not, 
1>ut I know how he and his friends 
iridieuled the positiou takeu up by the 
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late Government. They ridiciilei 
idea of any. kind of Commission i 
quiry being nct^ossary. What wa 
Commission of that day appointed 
Not to inquire into the cause of the 
cultural depression or thefall in price 
was appointed for the purpose o 
quiring into the fact whether it 
taken place or not. The Govern 
at all events, legislated upon the m 
and what I have to point out is thi 
right hon. Gentleman and bis fi 
then were very angry that the Go 
ment did not take immediate nclr 
reducing the judicial rents. The fall 
price of agricultural produce iu Ir 
is far greater now than it was then 
though the right hou. Gentleman 
anxious for action to be taken iul88 
comes down to the House now, iu ft 
H greater fall and a deeper dcprei 
and absolutely declines to take 
notice of that depression, and refus 
take any legislative action iu relatii 
it, although he has the precedent c 
predecessors and tlffe requests of ] 
hers silting in every part of the I 
from Ireland. All I hare to st 
relation to it is this : I perfectly u 
stand the reason of this ; I am nol 
whether the farmers in Ireland will u 
stand it. Politicians here know well 
the Government will not move ; 
farmers may not know, but it may b 
licient for them to know that after sei 
candidates into Ulster to promise e 
thing to the farmers, the first opport 
the right hon. Gentleman has he r« 
the reaaonable request which his p 
cessors granted. We have hea 
good many remedies proposed 
he agricultural depression d 
his Debate, and first we have 1 
of the remedy of bi-metallism. 
ve had some very important spe 
this and the last Parliament o 
lallism. I remember listening fo 
hours to the Memlicr for Sleaford 
Chaplin) speaking on bi-metallisr 
also had the pleasure of listenin) 
nearly two hours to the hon. Memb 
Flint (Mr. S, Smith) upon the samt 
ject, and I am going to make the c 
confession that after listening to bo 
these gentlemen I knew no more c 
metallism from their speeches than 
before they commenced. I think th 
something in it, but I should like ti 
this : Would they be good enough to 
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a small leaflet, entitled, East/ Lessons in 
Bi-metallism for Beginners, They may 
circulate them exteusively among the 
House of Commons, or if the Members 
of the House of Commons are not pre- 
pared to deal with bi-metallism on its 
merits, how do they imagine public 
audiences are going to understand or act 
upon what even this House does not pro- 
fess to understand ? We shall have to 
look probably in another direction for a 
remedy. I lately received a letter from a 
farmers' conference in Chester, asking 
me to support a Bill for the relief of 
English Agriculture, and they suggested 
Land Courts, fixity of tenure, fair rents, 
and free sale. Well, my distinct impres- 
sion was that their salvation did not lie 
that road. We have all these things in 
Ireland. We have Land Courts, we have 
fixitv of tenure, and we have what Are 
called fair rents — I do not now enter 
into the question of whether they are fair 
rents or not. We have got what are 
called fair rents, and the tenant has legis- 
lative security for hw interest in the soil, 
and the fact of the matter is this — the 
one thing the tenant farmers of Ulster 
are anxious about now is this : To get 
rid of all this machinery, to get back to 
single ownership, to get away from this 
dual ownership, that has produced so 
much confusion and bad feeling between 
landlord and tenant. There has been 
talk about lessening the burden upon the 
landlord and tenant in regard to local 
taxation. I do not enter into that ques- 
tion, which is one that affects England 
more than Ireland. This is all I 
have to say in this Debate. I do 
not know whether the MemlKjr for 
Aorth Louth (Mr. T. M. Healy) 
regartls my intervention in this Debate as 
a piece of obstniction. If it be, the 
tenant farmers of Ireland will hear with 
interest that the hon. Member considers a 
Debate on Irish agriculture at the present 
time an obstruction of Parliament. What 
I have to say about Irish agriculture is 
this : You may have remedies in Eng- 
land, but the remedy in Ireland is per- 
fectly plain. What is the position there ? 
You have the labourer almost as poor, 
almost as wretched as he was 20 
years ago ; a little better paid and a little 
better housed, but still in a state that 
nobody can think satisfactory. You 
have raised the standard of comfort for the 
tenant, raised it as the result of legisla- 
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tion. Then you have the landlord, and he 
is infinitely in a worse position than ever 
he was. He is surrounded and enveloped 
with charges of all kinds. He is bound 
by these charges. I do not blame 
the landlords of Ireland for HtantliDg 
by the judicial rents. I thiuk they 
are entitled to fight for what they 
consider to be their rights in this matter. 
They have lost a good deal. The land- 
lord now is choked with charges of all 
kinds, and his position is even won^e than 
that of the tenant farmer. I admit that 
frankly ; but the lesson I draw from it all is 
this — the land can no longer pay three 
profits. It will not keep the labourer, 
the tenant, and the landlord. The three 
cannot possibly continue to pull at the 
land ; it will not support them. One of 
them must go, and 1 have never wavereil 
in mv belief since I entered the House 
that the landlord ought to be got out of 
Ireland, bnt on peH'ectly honest and fair 
terms for him. That is my solution of 
the agricultural difficulty in Irelaud ; I 
believe it will remedy it, and it is because I 
wish to see it remedied that I have inter- 
posed in this Debate. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : I had no 
intention of taking any part in the Debate^ 
and I should most certainly not have 
troubled the House had it not been for 
the extraordinary incursion which the hon. 
Member, just returned from Canada, has 
made into the discussion. The hon* 
Member has become inflamed with an 
extraordinary zeal on behalf of the Irish 
tenants — ^a zeal which was not to he 
observed as long as the Conservative 
Party were in power in Ireland. 

♦Mk. T. W. RUSSELL : I beg to say 
that when the Conservative Party were 
in power I urged upon the Government 
of the day a reduction of judicial rents^ 
and I voteil for it, and supported it all 
through. 

Mk. DILLON : In a few momenta I 
shall he able to show the amount of 
truth and sincerity that lies in that state- 
ment. There is an observation which 
has just fallen from the hon. Member,, 
and which I think must prove somewhat 
interesting and amusing to the House, or 
to those Members of the House who may 
have noticed some fragments of his 
orations in Canada, which were con- 
sidered worthy of being sent across to 
this country. He has just drawn a most 
appalling and frightful picture of the 
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condition of the Irish tenants and their 
discontent with the present Land Laws of 
that country. He has told us that these 
Land Laws have brought al>out nothing 
but confusion, heartburning, and disorder 
in Ireland, and he has informed this 
House that the one object and anxiety of 
the Irish tenant is to sweep away the 
entire machiuery of the Laud Laws of that 
country. Is the hon. Member's memory 
so short that — unless the cable lied, and 
I admit it often does, particularly when 
dealing with Irish matters — within a few 
weeks after declaring to the people of 
Canada that there was no country in the 
world where the Land Laws were so perfect 
as in Irehiud 

•Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : I made that 
statement in the House last night. I 
still say that, so far as legal privilege is 
concerned, the Irish farmer is in a better 
position than either the English or Scotch 
farmer. I say, in addition to that, he is 
anxious to get rid of even these privileges 
for the higlier privilege of ownership. 

Mr. DILLON : Mr. Speaker, I think 
we have already \ery interesting examples 
of the sincerity and frankness of the hon. 
Member when he is addressing ^iiferent 
constituencies, and of how the hon. Mem- 
ber is accustomed — as he has over and 
over again been convicted in this House — 
to suiting his language to the audience 
which he is addressing. I ask the hon. ' 
Member — and I challenge any of his 
friends in this House — iloes any hon. 
Member believe that when he told the 
people of Canada that the Irish tenants 
were in the enjoyment of the most perfect 
land system in the world, that they were 
to draw the inference that the Irish 
tenants were discouteuded with that land 
system ? 

•Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : I told them 
so. 

Mr. DILLON: Did you tell the 

people of Canada [Mr. T. W. 

Russell : Yes] — that they were in the 
enjoyment, in fact, of abstract legal per- 
fection and concrete legal misery and 
di6:;ontent ? 1 have my own opinion as 
to the purpose which the hon. Meml>er 
had in his mind wheu he made that state- 
ment to the people of Canada, and 
I am strengthened in that conclusion 
by the extraordinary difference which 
I have noticed between the speeches of 
the hon. Member in the County of Tyrone 
and his speeches delivered in this House. 



The hon. Member has suddenly, since 
the Party to which he belongs was driven 
out of power and defeated at the last 
General Election, become most violently 
anxious to revise the judicial rents in 
Ireland. Before I deal with the previous 
attitude of the hon. Member on this ques- 
tion of the revision and reduction of rent 
in Ireland, I will put a simple question, 
and one which, if he can answer in the 
affirmative, will undoubtedly save the 
House a great deal of trouble, and I have 
no doubt will save the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland a great deal of anxiety and 
responsibility. My question is this : 
Will he undertake now to prove the sin- 
cerity of his desire to bring relief to the 
Irish tenantry by using his influence to 
obtain from those with whom he is 
working in this House and another place 
support for the Bill which will be intro- 
duced in a few days, to reduce those 
judicial rents in Ireland ? 

•Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : I shall cer- 
tainly do everything, publicly and pri- 
vately, in my power for that purpose. 

Mr. DILLON : We have had in- 
stances, only too fresh in our memory, of 
the value of such assurances from the 
hon. Member. When he really desires to 
obtain anything from the Party or the 
Government which he is supporting a 
result follows from his exertions. But 
it is most extraordinary that in relation 
to this question of retluction of rents in 
Ireland or of any benefit whatever to the 
tenant farmers of Ireland, that on several 
occasions he has made similar declara- 
tions to that he has just now made, and that 
the tenant farmers have always found that 
no result followed from his exertions. We 
had a very singular illustration within 
the last few moments of the extent to 
which these declarations may be relied 
on by the farmers of Ireland when we 
heard the cries of dissent from his friends, 
allies, and confederates in the Irish repre- 
sentation when the statement was made 
that a Bill would be introduced in a few 
days, which has the general support of 
the Irish Members, for a reduction of the 
judicial rents. I can answer for both 
sections of the Nationalist Members that 
before very long the sincerity of the hon. 
Member will be put to the test ; and when 
the hon. Member endeavours to flatter 
himself that by walking into the Division 
Lobby his single vote will be accepted 
by his constituency in Ireland or by the 
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people of Ireland as a proof that he is 
sincere in this matter, I venture to inform 
him that no such action will he accepted 
as a proof that he is sincere un- 
less he shows in this, as in certain 
other matters I can allude to, he is 
able to influence those with whom 
he acts. The hon. Member referred to 
the introduction of the Bill of the late 
Mr. Parnell in 1886, and he has stated 
on previous occasions in this House that 
be had been in favour of the reduction 
of the judicial rents. Allow me, Mr. 
Speaker, to refresh the memory of the 
hou. Gentleman. In the month of 
September, 1886, when a fall in agricul- 
tural prices in Ireland had occurred, 
which was rather more severe, or, at 
any rate, quite as severe as the present 
fall, a Bill was introduced by the late 
Mr. Parnell for a moderate reduction of 
the judicial rents, and what was the 
attitude of the Member for Tyrone ? 

•Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : What was 
the percentage of the reduction ? 

Mr. DILLON : If the lion. Member 
will possess his soul in patience, I will, 
show it does not aifect the point of my 
argument what the percentage was. 
What did the hon. Member undertake 
to do ? He undertook — never losing an 
opportunity of insulting his , adopted 
countrymen and the people who made 
the mistake of sending him to represent 
them in this House — to prove, from 
statistics of the consumption of whisky, 
that there was no depression whatever 
in Ireland, and that no reduction of rent 
was necessarv, and he mocked at the 
distress of the farmers of Ireland by 
declaring that in this purely agricultural 
country spirits and beer had been con- 
sumed to the amount of £11,250,000. 
The hon. Member then thought fit to 
sneer in a portion of his speech at a 
certain movement which he is never tired 
of reviling, called the Plan of Campaign. 
I have not the slightest intention now of 
reviving old controversies about the 
Plan of Campaign ; but there is one 
merit which the Plan of Campaign had, 
and which the hon. Member can never 
deny to it ; that is, that it convertetl him 
and all his friends to sec that there was 
necessity for the reduction of judicial 
rents in Ireland. And it was not a sense 
of justice or feeling of sympathy with 
the sufferings of the Irish people, but 
because there existed in Ireland in con- 

Afr, Dillon 



sequence of their refusal to do justice an 
agitation with which they were uuable 
to cope, that they found themselves com- 
pelled in 1887 to reduce the judicial rent* 
in that country. The hon. Member is 
entirely mistaken in his recollect iou of 
past events when he attempts to take 
credit to himself and the Party with 
which he acts for the leg^islation 
for the reduction of rents en- 
acted in this House in 1887. 
There is another passage in his speech 
which is most singular. What did he 
say in reference to the. landlords iu Ire- 
land before he sat down in that memo- 
rable Debate ? He said — 

"The landloKls, in my opinion, may be 
trusted to do justice to the tenants, or, at any 
rate, the great majority of them may be tnii?t€d 
to do so. It was their interest to recognise the 
gravity of the situation *' ; 

and he largely based his opposition to 
the Bill of the late Mr. Parnell on the 
fact that the landlords of Ireland were to 
be trusted to do justice to the tenants. 
Why does he not trust the landlords now ? 
Whilst the Unionist Government were in 
office the hon. Member thought the land- 
lords of Jreland could be trusted, and that 
it was not necessary to put any coercion 
on them to do justice to their tenants ; 
but the moment the Unionist Govern- 
ment are driven out of Office, he finds he 
cannot trust the landlords to do justice 
to their tenants, and that it is necessary 
to appeal to this House to reduce the 
judicial rents. The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Tyrone (Mr. T. \V. 
Russell) never addresses the House with- 
out levelling some insult at the leaders 
of the Liberal Party, and on this occa- 
sion 

•Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : I beg par- 
don ; it was not my intention to insult 
any person. 

Mr. DILLON : And on this occasion 
he could not but ask them to adopt the 
precedent set them by their predecessors, 
I hope they will never follow the prece- 
dent of their predecessors. That prece- 
dent was to fight against what was 
asked moderately and reasonably iu this 
House. In the case of the judicial rents, 
as this House is aware, they fought 
against a revision and then granted it 
when the agitation iu Ireland became too 
strong for them. It would, therefore, be 
a reproach to the Liberal Party if they 
were to follow this evil precedent. I hope 
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they will never follow it, but that they 
>vill make up their miuds-what is right 
to be doue, aud will do it without haviug 
to be forced by agitation. The Member 
for South Tyrone has made a statement 
which he has often made in this House 
before — that we are not sufficiently 
anxious about the welfare of the tenant 
farmers, and that, therefore, we are not 
entitled to the confidence of our consti- 
tuents. Will he go to the South and 
West of Ireland and preach that doc- 
trine ? Allow me to direct his attention 
to what he did in March last in reference 
to the question of compulsory sale. The 
hon. Member never tires of praising him- 
self and his constituents in this House. 
Well, he declared that he was opposed 
to this policy and would vote against it ; 
and then he went over to Ulster and the 
General Election, where he ate his words, 
in order to got the votes of the Ulster 
farmers, to whom — the farmers of South 
Tyrone — he declared he was in favour 
of it. Now he does not refer to it 
at all. And in that speech in March last 
he declared that he would always vote 
for and advocate any measure for the ex- 
propriation of landlords like Lord Clanri- 
carde. We hear nothing about that now, 
and nothing about the restoration of the 
evicted tenants to their holdings. I be- 
iieve, Sir, that the leaders of the Liberal 
Party will give a fair hearing to any 
measure that may come before them for 
the reasonable reduction of rents in Ire- 
land. If the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone has made this speech in sincerity 
and not as an attack on the Government 
— if he is honestly pleading for the far- 
mers of Ireland — let him help in any 
reform and not try to keep it back. He 
said that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland had not to 
fear the Plan of Campaign in the reduc- 
tion of rents, admitting by that that the 
Plan of Campaign did do that. We did 
not stir up agitation last year in Ireland 
because we have in prospect that which 
will help us to win our liberties from 
the landlord party ; because we are pro- 
mised a measure which will relieve us 
from the tyranny of a plundering mino- 
rity ; because we are assured that system 
is drawing to a final close ; and I am not 
ashamed to confess that I have counselled 
the suffering poor in Ireland to bear in 
patience now, as far as they can bear,' 
the hope that the day of their de- 



liverance may be, as I believe it is, nigh. 
That accounts for the present state of 
quietness in Ireland. That shows that 
agitation in Ireland has not been 
abandoned because of the Coercion Act, 
According as the Coercion Act was with- 
drawn, the country became quieter. In 
conclusion, I may say that, so far as there 
was any serious trouble or disturbances 
in Ireland — so far as agrarian crime was 
concerned — it was due to the cruel 
omissions made in the right hon. Gentle- 
man the late Chief Secretary's Land Act 
of 1887 ; for while the agitation all 
through the winter of 1886 was on be- 
half of all classes of tenants, the Act 
only brought relief to certain classes, and 
I recollect myself telling the then Irish 
Minister that if he left out large numbers 
of tenants, especially those on estates 
who had become involved in the Plan 
of Campaign, that he would be laying 
the way for agrarian crime. What has 
happened since then has been due to the 
then Irish Secretary and to the Member 
for West Birmingham, who obstructed 
our attempt to get relief for the evicted 
tenants. The Member for West Bir- 
mingham would listen to no reason in 
the case of three or four or five thousand 
tenants who were left outside the benefits 
of the Act of 1887, and these tenants 
have been a source of trouble and disturb- 
ance, and will continue to be that until 
common justice is doue to them the same 
as to the others. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY for 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Morley) : I desire 
to address a very few sentences to the 
House with regard to the speech of the 
Member for South Tyrone. From the 
spirit in which he raised these points the 
House will be able to judge whether and 
how far he was more desirous of dealing 
with the question of reducing judicial 
rents than of simply gaining political 
capital for himself or the section to which 
he belongs. The reason that I rise is 
that I may be able to make myself a 
little more clear than I was able to do in 
answer to questions as to the view I 
take of the opinion that undoubtedly 
prevails in Ireland at this moment for a 
revision of rents. The hon. Gentleman 
taxes me with refusing a reasonable 
request. I will not say that some crisis 
may not exist which may render neces- 
sary a revision of judicial rents. There 
is a strong feeling on the subject in most 



